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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia 


No. 3838. 

The Banco Mexicano de Commercio e Industria -et •«] 

Appellants, ' ' 

vs. 

Deutsche Bank, etc., et al. 


a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

In Equity. 

No. 39726. 

The Banco Mexicano de Commercio e Industria and Elias S 
A. de Lima, Francisco de P. Cardona, and Edwin J. Parkinson 

tda^laintiff? ° f S&ld BanC0 Mexicano de Commercio e Indus- 

vs. 

Deutsche Bank, a Corporation; Thomas W. Miller Alien Pron- 
I)efendante lan, ^ Fmnk White> Treasurer of the United Stated, 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Be it remembered, That in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columtna, at the City of Washington, in said District at^hftles 

'T h r d ’ t * e * 1 f j ll ° Win8 papers were filed and proceed¬ 
ings had, in the above entitled cause, to wit: r 
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1 Original Bill of Complaint. 

Filed January 6, 1922. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, Holding an 

Equity Court. 

In Equity. 

No. 39726. 

The Banco Mexicano de Commercio e Industria and Elias S. 
A. de Lima, Francisco de P. Cardona, and Edwin J. Parkinson, 
as Liquidators of said Banco Mexicano de Commercio e Industria 
Plaintiffs, ’ 

vs. 

Deutsche Bank, a Corporation; Thomas W. Miller, Alien Prop¬ 
erty Custodian, Frank White, Treasurer of the United States, 
Defendants. 

To the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia Holding an 
Equity Court: 6 

The plaintiffs The Banco Mexicana De Commercio e Industria, 
Elias S. A. de Lima, Francisco de P. Cardona and Edwin J. Parkin¬ 
son, by Cadwalader, Wickersham and Taft, their attorneys, bring 
this suit in equity pursuant to the provisions of Section 9 of an 
act of Congress of the United States, entitled “An Act to Define, 
Regulate and Punish Trading with the Enemy, and for Other Pur¬ 
poses, approved October 6, 1917,” as amended by an Act of Congress 
to amend Section 9 of said Act, which amending Act was approved 
June 5, 1920 (said acts being hereinafter referred to as the “Trad¬ 
ing with the Enemy Act”), and aver as follows: 

1. The plaintiff the Banco Mexicano De Commercio e Industria 
(hereinafter called “Banco Mexicano”), is a corporation or- 
2 ganized and existing under the laws of the Republic of Mex¬ 
ico, for the purpose of conducting a banking business, and 
has its principal place of business in the City of Mexico in the Re¬ 
public of Mexico; the plaintiffs Elias S. A. de Lima and Edwin J. 
Parkinson are citizens of the United States, temporarily residing in 
the City of Mexico, in the Republic of Mexico, and ‘ the plaintiff 
Francisco de P. Cardona is a citizen of said Republic of Mexico, re¬ 
siding in said City of Mexico, and the said Elias S. A. de Lima, 
Francisco de P. Cardona and Edwin J. Parkinson are liquidators of 
said Banco Mexicano, as hereinafter set forth and bring this suit 
as such liquidators; that all of the plaintiffs are of full age. 

2* The defendant the Deutsche Bank is a corporation duly in¬ 
corporated under the laws of the former Empire of Germany, for the 
purpose of carrying on a banking business, and has its principal 
place of business in the City of Berlin in the Republic of Germany; 
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p 6 ^wu®!* 48 Thonws W. Miller, Alien Property Custodian and 
Frank White Treasurer of the United States, are sued in their 
, capacity as sucli and are residents of the District of Columbia 

{n P' aintlffs aver > on information and belief, that pursuant 

to the Concession or Articles of Incorporation granted to said Banco 
Mexicano by the Government of the Republic of Mexico and in 
accordance with the so-called statutes or by-laws of said corporation 
and with the law of the Republic of Mexico relating to coTrSfons 

216 and"217 8 nf ih he p lqUldatl °?n th i reof ’ P articularl y Sections 206, 
216 !„i 7 , u e u° ra T la ! Code of ^ Republic, the directors 

O a *V? stockholders of said Banco Mexicano, at meetings duly 

affite a ? d vf o in A P n ’>. 1915 > deter mined to liquidate the 
o 9 . , a , s of said Banco Mexicano, and at a meeting held on the 
22nd day of April, 1915, said stockholders, pursuant to the law of 
the Republic of Mexico and the Articles of Incorporation and By- 
Laws of said Banco Mexicano, in such case made and provided dX 

h n P °a n f a fv,' qlU j® -? r for that P ur P° se the DeutscheBank of Ber^ 
tin, and authorized it to act in the process of liquidating the said 

bank through Elias S. A. de Lima and Carlos Schulze Krem,? 

sentatn es, and that upon their said appointment, said de Lima and 

Schulze, acting as liquidators, proceeded with the liquidation of the 

affairs of said Banco Mexicano, taking possession of its assets and 

jX 2S ln f<m n T ag n‘ tS b T lnfe 1 , and affairs in liquidation until 
July 23, 1919, when the said stockholders at a meeting called and 

held on said last named day, pursuant to said law of the Republic 

of Mexico and said Articles of Incorporation and By-Laws, appointed 

“l P qu k dat0re 4h ?, P* aintiffs h T in ’ Elia « S- A. de Limaand Ed! 
Tnol fi Ealkins °". an . d Francisco de P. Cardona, who having duly 

tekincfnd ev^ hqUldat ° rS have ever since continued to act a! suc£ 
and cver since retaining possession of the assets and managing 
the affairs of said Banco Mexicano. m a n a g i ng 

r,X- lrtUe f° f t jf r sa i d appointment as liquidators and under 
the provisions of said law of the Republic of Mexico, as the plaintiffs 

FHa! n s 0 A m d d e T" d , he J a [ d D^tsche Bank, and the said 

^ las S. A de Lima and Carlos Schulze, representing it and the said 

L,m J l’»* P ^ klnS ° n and . Cardona > during the periods respectively 

4 £ *3, Wer u actlng as , such liquidators as aforesaid, were 

4 duly authorized to make loans of assets of said Banco Mexi- 

cano for its account and to collect, and, if necessary to sue for 
and recover in the name and behalf of the said Banco Jforicano all 
debts and claims of every kind whatsoever owing or belonmng to 
said Bank or on its account, and particularly to sue for and collect 
th f 6 ' j'k whlC il is . the subject of this action. The principal 

^ln1hTci?v n o C f t X1Can ° R and K°, fsaid r l T ld&tors ’ the PlaiutiS 

Capuchinas k£ 46 y 48 ’ PUb ' 1C ° f MeXiC °’ at 2 ’ a Calle de 

5. On or about December 15, 1916, as the plaintiffs are informed 
a ?^ e i ^ e , r the said de Lima and Schulze, acting as and in behalf 
of the said liquidators and for the account of said Banco Mexicano 
made a loan of 500,000 gold dollars, in New York Citv to th* 
Deutsche Bank of Berlin, a banking corporltion organ^d and 
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existing under the law of the German Expire, for six months, with 
interest at 5 / 0 per annum. The said loan was made by paying the 
amount thereof to Hugo Schmidt, the agent of the defendant 

? ank ’ i n N , ew York City, where the said Deutsche Bank 
maintained an office for the transaction of the banking business in 
the United States, on or about said December 15, 1916, and the 

W fj? S ag T J re P ay same in 3a id City in gold dollars on 
June 15, 1917, with interest on said principal amount at the rate 

I&nt ^ ^i Upon , r f c ' eivln 8 said amount the said Deutsche 
® a “ k d fP 03lted the same with the Guaranty Trust Com- 

f ; 0 l N r-I°r k ’ ,0 tle credlt of lts general bank account which 
it then had with that institution. 

6. On April 6, 1917, war was declared between the United States 
• and Germany. Thereafter, as the plaintiffs are informed 
and believe, under the provisions of the said Trading with 

Jr n nCmy Act an . d . other statutes in s “ch case made and 
n moneys, securities and property owned by the defendant 
Deutsche Bank in the United States or held for it by others was 

United Stei t0 ° r /V, Zed by th ® then . Ali en Property Custodian of the 
United .State 3 and have ever since been held by him. 

rInit»J h ^t P ! aintl ^i a 'i e 1 . 011 i " formation and belief that the 500,000 

Dente^hf 1 n 68 i g ° ld dollars loaned 83 aforesaid to the defendant 
Deutsche Bank were never transferred from the United States 

physically or otherwise, but constituted a part of the balance of the 
general deposits and securities and other property in the United 
the Deutsche Bank which were taken over and seized by the 
then Alien Property Custodian. The total amount of such balance 

r\: be !r l Y? ue of % securities and other property so taken over 
y the Alien Property Custodian are unknown to the plaintiffs but 
ey are sufficient, as the plaintiffs are informed and believe after 
the Payment or satisfaction of all other claims and demands, i’f any 
to which they may be lawfully applied, fully to pay satisfy and 
discharge the claim and demand of the plaintiffs arising upon said 

R d l ’ e plaintiffs aver, on information and belief, that the Deutsche 

and nn» f !i er . SaK i°k n i" -aS made to U on or about December 15, 1916 
and until its said balance, securities and other property were turned 

over to the Alien Property Custodian as above srt forth continu- 

and y »h kept ir ,‘, * he United States sufficient funds and property over 
and above what was necessary to pay and discharge all otLr claims 
and debts of every kind, to repay said loan in American sold 
dol'ars with interest at the rate of 5%, from December 15 
o ( , UUB ancl said funds and securities were kept in the United 

V he ex P ress Purpose and with the intention by the me 
thereof, of repaying the said loan when same fell due And tin, 

P “f Bank would, in the ordinary and usual coume of busing 
the p, 1 ''aa^hen carrying on in this country and particularly in 
the City of New York, have so repaid the same when the dehtfill 
due, ti war had not intervened between the United Stated and Ge^ 
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.-a'S* 11 j ', me , 1 7 became due and owing to the plain- 

titis from the defendant Deutsche Bank the sum of $500,000 United 
btates gold with interest at 5% from December 15, 1916, which 
sum is still due and owing but remains unpaid, although the plain- 
Utts have made demand for payment of the same upon the Deutsche 
Bank and the Alien Property Custodian. 

•i 0, - I>u 'T uan1 to the provisions of Section 9 of the said “Trading 
with the Enemy Act,” the plaintiffs as liquidators as aforesaid, and 
in behalf of said Banco Mexicano, on or about May 27, 1920, duly 
hied with the Alien Property Custodian a notice of claim under 
oath and in such form and containing such particulars as was re- 
quired by said Section 9 of said Act and as said Custodian had pro- 
scnbed. m which said notice plaintiffs demanded payment to them 
of the debt above described with interest thereon then accrued by 
hi? . len Property Custodian from the money or other property 
belonging to the defendant Deutsche Bank which had been con¬ 
veyed transferred, assigned, delivered or paid to said Alien Property 
Custodian or seized by him under the “Trading with the Enemy 

Act or held by him or by the Treasurer of the United States 
7 under said act. 

7 h fi t plaindtts fur ‘hermore, on or about the same day, and 
fhc Pr^ll h r r\?T, 0 c f said , aCt ’ filed a similar application to 

ter^ttn^cru^her 6 ! 68 "" Payment ° f Said debt with 

* J r,^7) tier ‘!; e President of the United States nor the Alien Prop- 
rty Custodian has, since the filing of such application, ordered the 
payment conveyance, transfer, assignment or delivery to the plain- 
tiffs of the money or property so held by the Alien'Property Cus- 

Treasurer of the United States, in payment or satis- 
f vi a i,? f he claim of the plaintiffs above set forth, and no part of 
said debt or the interest thereon has been paid K 

fill 2 ; ^Plaintiffs bring this suit to establish the interest, right, 
title or debt claimed by the plaintiffs and to obtain the order of the 
Court for the payment, conveyance, transfer, assignment or delivery 
to the Plaintiffs of the money, to-wit, $500,000, so held by the Cus- 
by ‘ he Preasuror 0 f the United States, with interest ac- 
crued thereon from December 15, 1916, to June 15, 1917, at the rate 

of o% per annum and thereafter to date of payment at the rate of 
o% per annum. 

iqoft 7 h h f P la : int iff s av ?f that on or about the 15th day of June, 
1920 they duly filed with the Alien Property Custodian an agree- 
ment duly executed by the Deutsche Bank and dated the 20th day of 
May 1920 by which it consented to the allowance of the claim of 
the plaintiffs hereinbefore set forth and agreed that an order should 
ft be made by the Attorney General exercising the authority of 
8 the President for the payment by the said Custodian to the 
said liquidators of said debt, with interest, out of the funds 
an n d 3 "'' h ° th !T securities seized by the Custodian as formerly be- 

S'atTfeSa ass " re h,id « kj 
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14. The plaintiffs aver, on information and belief, that the 
Deutsche Bank at all times since December 15, 1916, kept in the 
United States sufficient cash and marketable securities, over and above 
its obligations, to enable it to pay said loan and interest, and they 
further aver that the Alien Property Custodian and the Treasurer of 
the United States now hold sufficient cash and marketable securities 
formerly owned by the Deutsche Bank and seized by the Custodian 
pursuant to the ‘Trading with the Enemy Act” over and above all 
claims against the same, to pay the said debt with interest. 

15. The plaintiffs aver, on information and belief, that the said 
loan was made by them to the Deutsche Bank in New York by the 
delivery of a check drawn to the order of Hugo Schmidt, the duly 
authorized agent of said Deutsche Bank, on the Empire Trust Com¬ 
pany for $500,000. This check was deposited by the said Schmidt 
uith the Guaranty Trust Company to the credit of the Deutsche 
Bank and was duly paid. The agreement to repay the loan above 
set forth was made in New York City and such repayment was by 
such agreement to be made in New York in gold dollars, currencv 
of the United States. 

16. The plaintiffs are advised and believe that under the law of 
New York State and in the event of default by the Deutsche Bank 

in the payment of said loan they would have had on June 15, 

9 1917, and ever since, and they now have a cause of action 
against the said defendant Deutsche Bank on which they 

could have sued and can now sue in the courts of general jurisdiction 
in the State of New ork for the recovery of said debt and interest 
thereon; and that upon the commencement of such suit the plain¬ 
tiffs could have procured and can now procure the issuance of a writ 
of attachment under which the funds and securities of the Deutsche 
Bank in New York City could have been and now can be levied upon 
and seized and applied in satisfaction of a judgment obtained by the 
plaintiffs for the recovery of said loan and interest. If said funds 
and securities should be, pursuant to Act of Congress or by the 
executive act of the Alien Property Custodian, or by the Treasurer of 
the United States, or in any other way released or delivered in this 
country to the Deutsche Bank they could under the law of the State 
of New York, be immediately attached and a lien perfected as se¬ 
curity for a judgment for the said indebtedness of the Deutsche 
Bank. The funds and securities aforesaid were taken over by the 
Custodian under the “Trading with the Enemy Act” and are now 
held by the defendant Thomas W. Miller, as Alien Property Cus¬ 
todian, or by the defendant Frank White, Treasurer of the United 
States. The plaintiffs aver that by reason of the foregoing facts, the 
debt to the plaintiffs arose with reference to the money and other 
property held by the Alien Property Custodian or the Treasurer of 
the United States within the meaning and intent of subdivision (e) 
of Section 9 of the “Trading with the Enemy Act.” 

Wherefore the premises considered the plaintiffs pray: 

10 1. That process may issue out of this Court and be served 
upon the defendants the Deutsche Bank, Thomas W. Miller, 

Alien Property Custodian, and Frank White, Treasurer of the United 
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States, requiring them to appear herein and answer the exigencies 
of this bill of complaint. 

2. That the right, title, interest or debt claimed as aforesaid by 
the plaintiffs be established by the decree of this Court and that this 
Court adjudge, order and decree that the defendants Thomas W. 
Miller, as Alien Property Custodian, or Frank White, Treasurer of 
the United States, having custody and possession of said property and 
lunds of the said defendant Deutsche Bank, do forthwith therefrom 
pay, transfer and deliver to the plaintiffs the full sum of Five hun¬ 
dred thousand ($500,000.00) Dollars, with interest thereon from 
December 15, 1916, to June 15, 1917, at the rate of five (5) per 
centum per annum and thereafter to the date of payment at the 
rate of six (6) per centum per annum, together with costs. 

3. That the plaintiff may have such other and further relief in 
the premises as the nature of the case may require and to the Court 
may seem proper. 

The defendants to this bill are: 

Deutsche Bank, 

Thomas W. Miller, Alien Property Custodian, and 
Frank White, Treasurer of the United States. 

THE BANCO MEXICANO DE COM¬ 
MERCE E INDUSTRIA, 

ELIAS S. A. DE LIMA, and 
EDWIN J. PARKINSON, 

As Liquidators of said The Banco 
• Mexicano De Commercio e Industria 

By CADWALADER, WICKERSHAM & 
TAFT, 

Their Attorneys. 

CADWALADER, WICKERSHAM & TAFT 
40 Wall Street, New York City; 

CHARLES HENRY BUTLER ' 

JOHN A. KRATZ, 

1537 Eye Street, Washington, D. C., 

Attorneys for Plaintiffs. 

11 State of New York, 

City of New York, To wit: 

I, Henry W. Taft, being first duly sworn on oath depose and say * 
that I am one of the attorneys for the plaintiffs named in the above 
entitled bill of complaint and that I have read the foregoing bill 
of complaint subscribed in their name by me as their attorney and 
know the contents thereof; that the facts therein stated of my own 
knowledge are true and the facts therein stated on information 
and belief I believe to be true. 


HENRY W. TAFT. 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5th day of January A. D., 

> 22 . 

[seal ] FREDERICK T. FROST, 

_ T _ _Notary Public . 
Notary Public, Kings County No. 84. 

Kings County Register’s No. 2083. 

Certificate filed in New York County No. 204. 

New York County Register’s No. 2174. 

Certificate filed in Bronx County No. 7. 

Bronx County Register’s No. 2238. 


Motion to Dismiss. 

Filed January 16, 1922. 

******* 

Now come the defendants, Thomas W. Miller, as Alien Property 
Custodian, and Frank White, as Treasurer of the United States, by 
their attorney, Peyton Gordon, Esquire, Attorney of the United 
States in and for the District of Columbia, separately and 
12 severally moving to dismiss the bill of complaint, and for 
their separate and several grounds for the said motion assign 
the following: 

(1) That it appears affirmatively from the allegations of the bill 
of complaint that the plaintiffs herein are claimants other than citi¬ 
zens of the United States, and that the debt which the plaintiffs are 
seeking to recover did not arise with reference to any money or other 
property held by the Alien Property Custodian or'the Treasurer of 
the United States under and pursuant to the terms and provisions 
of the Trading with the Enemy Act, as amended; 

(2) That the plaintiffs herein have not set forth facts sufficient 
to entitle them to equitable relief under Section 9 of the Trading 
with the Enemy Act as amended. 

Wherefore these defendants pray that they be dismissed with their 
costs in this behalf expended, and for such other and further relief 
to which in the premises they may be justly entitled. 

PEYTON GORDON, 
Attorney of the United States in and 
for the District of Columbia, Attor¬ 
ney for Thomas W. Miller, as Alien 
Property Custodian, and Frank 
White, as Treasurer of the U. S. 
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Answer of the Defendant Deutsche Bank . 

Filed February 25, 1922. 

***♦♦♦* 

TO Eq h u j e ty U Co r urt e C ° Urt ° f 1116 DiStriCt ° f C ° lumbk ’ holdi “g “ 

r fdefendant, Deutsche Bank, for answer to the original bill 
of complaint states to the Court as follows: original bill 

10 , 7 lus defendant admits the allegations of said original 

Krue COmP ’ and 6aCh 8nd ^ averment ‘hereof to 

th^ Court* of"roT* , consen *? to the granting to the plaintiffs by 

aSXIKIXS Z'° “ j 0 ” 8in ‘ 1 

DEUTSCHE BANK, 

By HARRY A. FELUO^S^* 0 ”' 
HARRY A. FELLOWS, Attorney. 

Attorney for said Defendant. 

District of Columbia, To wit: 

I, Harry A. Fellows, being first duly sworn on oath s«v that T 
am the attorney for the above mentioned defendant Deutsche Bank 
whose name I have signed to the foregoing answer’thatI know ?£ 
contents thereof: that the facts therein statedTmy own knowTi 

beheve to a be true e faCtS * herein Stated ° n inf <™ion and belief S 

HARRY A. FELLOWS. 

1922 bSmbe<1 811,1 SWOm t0 bef ° re “ e this 24th day of February, 

tsEAL J C. E. KIBBEY, 

My Commission Expires: Jan. 7, 1924. Pwblie - 

14 ' Memorandum of Justice Hoehling. 

Filed May 18, 1922. 


!? a f??* brought by the Banco Mexicana and its liquidators 

, f*?nn t (W 1 A le !l Propert y Custodian and others, to recoveAhe sum 
or 9600 000 with interest at 5% from December 15,1916 to jZ 

15, 1917, and, thereafter, at 6% until paid; being the amount of a 
2—3838a 
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toon alleged to have been made by said bank to the Deutsche Bank 
of Berlin, Germany, (also named as party defendant,) the proceeds 

• " here0 L We J e de P 0Slte , d > b y the New York agent of the latter, to 
the credit of its general bank account with the Guaranty Trust Com¬ 
pany of New York. 

It is alleged that, subsequent to April 6, 1917, and under the 
provisions of the Trading with the Enemy Act, all moneys, securi- 
ties and property owned by said Deutsche Bank in the United States 
or held for it by others, were turned over to or seized bv the Alien 
Property Custodian of the United States, and have ever since been 
held by him. It is further alleged that the $500,000 so loaned, as 
above, was never transferred from the United States, physically or 
otherwise but constituted a part of the balance of the general de¬ 
posits and securities and other property in the United States of the 
Deutsche Bank which were taken over and seized by the Alien Prop- 
erty Custodian; and, further, that the total amount of such balance 
and the total value of such securities and other property so taken 
over, while unknown to plaintiffs, are sufficient, after the payment 
and satisfaction of all other lawful payments and demands if 

ik j Dy ’ j y* 0 P a y. satisfy and discharge plaintiffs’ claims and 
15 demands herein. It is further alleged that, after the loan 
e . . aforesaid, the Deutsche Bank continuously kept in the United 
States, until the action of the Alien Property Custodian aforesaid, 
sufficient funds and property over and above what was necessary to 
pay and discharge all other claims and debts of whatever kind to 
repay the above^ loan in American gold dollars with interest at’the 
agreed rate of o% from December 15, 1916, and that said funds 
and securities were kept in the United States for the express purpose 
®^ d "‘jb the intention, by the use thereof, of repaying the said loan 
when due; and, in the ordinary and usual course of business which 

YeTr^^" 8 u n m countr y. and Particularly in New 
York City, the Deutsche would have so repaid the sum when due if 

"“bad not intervened between the United States and Germany 
Ihe Deutsche Bank, named as defendant to the bill, has filed 
answer admitting the allegations thereof and consenting to the 
granting of the relief prayed. 

On behalf of the Alien Property Custodian and on behalf of the 
Treasurer of the United States, joined as party defendant, motion 
t° has been filed, based upon the grounds: 

rJ-rii cf? plai j t 'f f3 a f e ® la imants other than citizens of the 
United States, and that the debt which the plaintiffs are seeking to 
recover did not arise with reference to money or anv other property 
i\ eld ¥ the Alien Property Custodian or bv the treasurer of the 
K d Sta-tes, under and pursuant to the terms and provisionsof 
the Trading with the Enemy Act, as amended. 

(i) That the bill does not state a case for equitable relief unfit.r 
Section 9 of the Trading with the Enemy Act as amended 
16 The pertinent part of subdivision (e) of said Section 9 

to disnS r t U hlCh re,iance iS placed in ^ * - d Sio 9 n 
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“No money or other property shall be returned nor any debt 
allowed under this section * * * as to claimants other than 

citizens of the United States unless it arose with reference to money 
or other property held by the Alien Property Custodian or Treasurer 
of the United States hereunder.” 

The case has been argued both orally and in briefs submitted, and 
the questions involved have been carefully considered by the court 
in the light of said arguments and of the authorities submitted on 
behalf of the respective parties to the controversy, and, upon such 
careful consideration, the court is of opinion that the motion to 
dismiss should be sustained. 

Appropriate order to that effect may be prepared and submitted, 
upon notice. 


May —, 1922. 


A. A. HOEHLING, 

Justice. 


17 Filed May 25, 1922. Wm. Tyler Page, Clerk. 

, House of Representatives, 

Clerk’s Office, 

Washington, D. C. 

I, William Tyler Page, Clerk of the House of Representatives of 
the United States, hereby certify that the attached printed document 
captioned “Trading with the enemy act,” being the Hearing before 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce of the House 
of Representatives, Sixty-sixth Congress, Second Session, on the bill 
H. R. 14028, and dated May 25, 1920, is a true and correct copy of 
said Hearing. 

In witness whereof I hereunto affix my name and the Seal of the 
House of Representatives of the United States this twenty-third day 
of March, Anno Domini nineteen hundred and twenty-two. 

[l. s.] WM. TYLER PAGE, 

Clerk of the House of Representatives. 

The Clerk will file as part of record in Eq. 39726. 

A. A. HOEHLING, 

Justice. 
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Trading With the Enemy. 

Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

House of Representatives. 

Tuesday, May 25, 1920. 

sidh!^ comm *^ €e day met, Hon. John J. Esch (chairman) pre- 

w T R 6 i^ 0 Ac rn ^ n: We have this morning for consideration the bill 
H. K, 14208, To amend section 9 of an Act entitled “An Act to de¬ 
fine, regulate, and punish trading with the enemy, and for other nur- 

r;:-;£ pr n^ 0ber 6 > 1917 > as amended. This bill is in lieu of 
the bill H R. 14607 introduced by myself on May 13. It has some 

i ■ ,. . . . e 11 ions consisting mainly of in cor- 

porating the provisions included in the Winslow and Butler bills 

.1 J®T r u a , ny °j der representatives of the Govern ment 

desire to be heard on this bill this morning? As I understand, there 
are representatives present from the State Department, the Depart- 
ment of Justice, and also the Alien Property Custodian. 

< 

Statement of Mr. Lucien H. Boggs , Special ‘Assistant to the Attorney 

General. 

M , r ' B 2f gs . : . I l f h pleas . e the committee, I will simply point out for 

natim.nf f°Qw e eommit tee the portion of the bill in which the De¬ 
partment of State is primarily interested and also the portions which 
are suggested by the Department of Justice at its own instance, and 

int i ! 1611 su S 8 «t that Mr - Hlll > lf agreeable to the committee, pre¬ 
sent the views of the State Department on the main portions of the 

The Chairman: You now have before you the last bill? 

Mr. Boggs; Yes, sir; I have just received a copy of it. 
s has just been pointed out by the chairman, subdivisions num¬ 
bered two and three of subsection b were introduced in the committee 
from sources other than the department. 

The Chairman: What page? 
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Mr* Boggs: Subdivisions Nos. 2 and 3. 

The Chairman: On page 4 . 

A tt'nrn B °P' ^A^ 8 ’ 2. r ‘ Subdivision No. 5 was suggested by the 
Attorney General s office of its own motion and the Department of 

ref nr i 188 , 110 responsibility with reference to that portion With 
reference to subdivision No. 5 it is designed to procure the return of 

Th o P J 0per * ty °V h ° Se inte !’, nees who are now living in this country. 
_ he department was impelled to recommend this to your committee 
from a variety of considerations, but the principal one of thoseYon- 
siderations was the practical one that a great many of these internal 
parties are permitted to live in this country and that practically 

9.9. ?p! r ^ mg r, they ^ ad on earth was taken away from them by 

11 * he . Alle “ Property Custodian and, as I believe, properly so, 

, during the active period of the war because of the potential 
danger of leaving property in the hands of enemy citizens who were 
suspected of enemy activities during the war. That danger has now 

n^fhl<. W p th the , c ® s ® atlon of hostilities and we feel that there is no 

E b L har 7 L t ^ at i m ? n 0811 do an y longer with that property. 

Pey ^* ave Ibeir livelihood to gain in this country and many of 
them have families dependent on them, and it seems a totally' un- 
hardship to impose on them and on the communities in 

tp r?p y r6Slde ^ retam thls Propel under the circumstances? 
liie Chairman: How many are there? 

Mr. Boggs: I have, for the benefit of the committee, a list of all in¬ 
terne^ whose property is still held by the Alien Propertv Custodian 
and the amount of property which they hold. " 

The Chairman: Please give it in total? 

Mr. Boggs: Yes, sir. The total amount of internee’s property for 
which claims are now pending either in the Attorney General’s 
Office or m the courts is $1,987,812.58. The amount for which no 
^ >een mac * e * s $2,332,556.92, making a total of $4,320- 

ooy.ou. 

The Chairman: Can you give us the number of individuals in¬ 
volved ? 

Mr. Boggs: That I can approximate for you. 

The Chairman: And put it in the record? 

Mr. Boggs: Yes, sir. 

The Chairman: Very well. 

Mr. Boggs: There are approximately 100 individuals involved. I 
will see that the exact list is furnished to the committee. 

The Chairman: Very well. 

(The list of individuals submitted by Mr. Boggs follows:) 


Name. 


Trust No. 


Carl Heyhen . 1403 

H. Mayer. 3448 

Paul Hellmuthhauser . 4561 

Emil Donnig ..! ’ 4603 

£ A - Borgemeister. 4977 

Charles Pillack. 5152 

Francis J. L. Dorl. 6127 


Amount. 

$137,498.88 
70.17 
350.47 
103.93 
26,444.54 
15,796.30 
2,194.72 
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^ ame - Trust No. 

E. K. Victor. 

Walter E. Mingramm. . 77 A 9 

Richard Wackerow . n«i 

PaulHagspihl.. V V!!!!;;; till 

E. F. Kuehn ..... ini 47 

Rudolph Hecht. iniio 

Curt Draeger ..!!! i,!!!!!!!!.‘.' K 

Hermann G. Kulenkampff. 11132 

. 11133 

C. F. Tollner... 10 Hi 


Feiiz Zweig r .;:::::;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;;; Jgg 

Federico Stallfort . 14490 

A. K. Fischer .. 14700 

Paul John Sedelis..... 1^097 

Emil E. Mayer.. . 1^09^ 

Karl Neumond. . 109^0 

Franz Rosenberg.*. 1 

Dr. Willy Korthaus. . 108 oq 

G. B. Kulenkampff.’ * ’. 17^04 

George Kintz ... .. 17^78 

Max Breitung .. . 18^94 

Ernest Kruger .. ’ ’. 18010 

Dr. Isaac Strauss. . 1808^ 

Adolf Koester.. 19019 

Gustav Mayer . *]*]'* 19016 

23 Gustav von Hasperg... 10098 

Paul Koenig .. ...T [ 0^0 

Karl Kessler ... 1 onS 

Dr. Ernst Kunwald. 10074 

Fritz Bergmeier . 19077 

Jonathan A. W. Zenneck. 10078 

Dr. Carl Muck. .10^87 

Dr. F. W. Hiller.. *. *. *..;;;*** 

Carl E. Jochhein. * ’ * -10004 

R. W. Kiessling... 1000 ^ 

Ernest Albrecht . 91008 

Ludwig Hofmann . .21190 

Dr. Wilhelm Koebbe..HI *. *.; *; * oiioq 

Hans Forchheimer. 21080 

Richard G. Blumenthal. 21000 

Hans Deinert . 99001 

Paul Buehler .. .’I TIIIIIII.* .*.* .* 22250 

Johannes F. 0. Teschemacher. 22326 

John Mayer . * 9941 

Fritz otto uhimann.I * .* .*;;;;;;;;;;;;;; 22531 


Amount. 

443,830.35 
8,575.64 
297.76 

1.677.50 
1,030.56 
1,926.02 
8,251.21 

785.44 
49.00 
64.82 
78,962.82 
16,711.07 
17,394.61 
430,169.66 
49,133.65 
480.51 
8,722.83 
235,626.47 
27,422.28 
107.69 

137.50 
123,082.28 

2,076.25 

506.55 

20.55 

14,274.10 

207,807.15 

7,702.59 

9.228.91 
2,473.89 

40.02 

21,953.72 

5.151.92 
1,199.34 

66,018.51 
789.22 

1.152.32 
2,114.23 
1,548.00 

16.90 
41.26 
175.82 
2,489.62 
8,404.00 
265.11 

3.374.32 
1.00 
1.00 

141.09 
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Name. 


Trust No. 


Rudolph Aabruno . oo«qq 

Paul Fischer. . oo™? 


Max E. Truss 


22695 


Amount. 

181.35 

— . OOOK . 1,086.36 

Otto Weik . f^f 54 256.64 

cari c. Tietgens...ff°oq 583 55 

Hans Anderson Huurhoim. 22920 i m ’ f e 

Fnedrich R. Schutze. 22991 qqo ^ 

Otto Vogel . . oinoS , 939.50 

William Scharpf. .. " o.inge ^n?‘n? 

Max Szurau . 24085 83 01 

George Egloff ..''.'.'.'.'.'.'|;;' "''' ffStf 1 882 . 97 

Heinrich Bockisch . .24367 ft’sQa ‘ 

8 r^fe manD - Sch . roeder ::;;; 2 2453 * 

Kwt y A SU T k H' : . 24555 333 77 

Kurt A. Ludwig. 25Q52 Atari 

Erich* A^lw, M t a \f eS .K.. . . 25320 214 07 

Ench Albert Mathes. 29321 i new? on 

£*««*•.:::::::: IS 'jg-ff 

Carl Loebemch . 26141 090 cl 

Oscar Bittman. . 9 «aon , 32 ?'°! 

John Saltier . . 2S®® . 4 > 280 • 45 

Frank Smith. . 10 °’^ 4 - 5 i 

George Wild. i”. S 202 - 28 

William Miller . !!!!.!.'!.’! . $28 ] ’ 58 * • 48 

fiSSSa ::::::.gg wm 

Karl Teschemacher .. !!!!!.‘ . 3 ® 8 ’2 8 £' 

Harold J. p. Kleffner. . nglO ‘ 82 

. 

Adolfo Meyer. 99707 isofioa? 

A-Sauerbrey."i! 22738 ’ 5 473‘97 

Rudolf Konert . 24430* IHlS 

• Korten . 25054 349.75 

Mr. Boggs; It will be noted from the list which is furnished the 

committee that for the most part the holdings of these internet that 
are now in the hands of the Alien Property Custodian consist of verv 
small amounts of money. Merely as an illustration I will read a fe*w 

SiKlX : |S-.8? ayer ’ $7 ° 17; H ~ G ‘ 
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The Chairman: Yet, if there are only 100 individuals involve 

the average would he $43,000? * auaJs involved 

. Yes, sir. There is one vary lartre ammini wrBi/iB : 

cas^fvolved^n" ? the PT”* time ’ andSthere are two other 
cases involved in litigation which are quite substantial in amount 

The amount involved in litigation or in claims before the 

24 Attorney General’s office is about $2,000,000 As I said 

those are comprised in about seven or eight ciaims so that 

the ones not involved in claims pending before the Attorney Gen 

oral and not involved in litigation are over 90 in number and in ' 

” * h ** 

ftnas; ss-3 Sifaftiu t 

leased. I remember one case where a man had been engaged in the 
jewelry business m Providence, R. a nd he had teen fnfern^ be! 

a r t ‘ he lnforn '‘ at,on that had reached the Department of Justice at 
that time seemed to justify it, but there were no very serious charge! 

mere ! n<iiscre tions in speech and things^? 
that soit, afid he had been released at a comparativelv pnrlv^L* 

from the custody of the War Department. He was a trained expert 
in the jewelry business, but no other firm wanted to pmr,l™T rt 
because they all assumed that just as soon asX war waZver if'he 
was allowed to get his property back, he would go back inXtte 
jewelry manufacturing business again, and they did not want 
rival in the business. The man had a family, and they were abso 

K .? T' mt “v ‘ hev did not have a thing on earth excem 
chanty to live on, although the holdings we had* taken from Ilf P * 

I think in that case $30 000 to $40,000 would hav! been enifughto 

keep them m comfort had we felt authorized to make the return 

In order to clear up one side so that it will be properly 

1 7 11 Say that in a few instances in the^arly stages 

bm aftef r the der)artme .nt allowed some of these internedXmL 
nut after a careful reconsideration of the entirp lpcral c itn +• , 

Attorney General reached the conclusion that the pmpnVtv T u 

• roweTtoXakXh b fm 1; an h d 

You gentlemen will realize that the provisions contained in this 
act were very novel and no lawyer after a careful ia b j 

vsrjsa ss tSzB 
£JWfr wsrASr 

Those cases of allowance were very few in nnmhpr onri r ^ ,v ' 
most part consisted of very small holdings indeed I think there 
as one allowance, if I remember correctly, of about $30,000^11 

3—3838a 
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‘ h * "■» — 

acth r e? DeniS ° n: Were 8ny ° f th0Se in the list y° u have given at all 

iDf!™a£;nt„ ) Si \ T ^^ g l hat the committee might want 

the Department of TmtW 0 *’ l T® t’ r ° ] Ught with me Mr - Hanna, of 
edee of all thp t n t ’. h ° has had ver - v direc t personal knowl- 

SvousucMnform?t ment C8SeS ’ and he wil1 be P'^sed to 

f a , y °. ?* ctl ‘nformatwn as you want on that subject. I personally 

i he eanTwnn'r' 1 the Tt™ ° f the casea > but Mr H 

M H Mr. SSTi S S y “ 

at St Ejfzabeths^HcBpita 1 * buTthere Tno SpeT/LvXd ^ 

our citizens in the same situation, if any? g " lth 

months^ago recei y ed a te,e S ram about three 

taken over property to any extent. We seem to have no troubfe 
with Hungary Germany is disposed to return all propertv other 
than funds. I have not heard of any case where they are not 

men t officially?' Th * t lnformation has been given to the Govern- 
iSr SijlnX^ ‘that 

th c Amencsm property other than funds g * ^ 

Mr. Dewalt: Lp to this time what, in brief has been flip Wol 
procedure on the part of those people to have their property re 
turned; what, ,n brief, has been the legal wav? P P y «■ 

B ° g 9 : T1 J e fil ;st step in any instance is the filing by the claim¬ 
ant of a notice of a claim with the Alien Property Custodian Thli 
p “ r t e ly a notice,, but it is the jurisdictional feature Fob 
™™ ng !? at ^e claimant may adopt one of two remedies lie mav 
(bi ll.the non 1legated route, in which event he likewise file? with 
t be Alien Property Custodian an application to the President for 

0f h r iS Cl r' and wi ‘h that he submits such papeLfn 
egard to his proof as he sees fit to submit, showing that he i? law 

ertv y Cu? odifn t0 ‘I 6 re ‘ U T -° f his - P r °P er ‘y- T hen the Alien plop-' 
erty Custodian makes such investigation of the facts as he considpr« 

c e enT? * m e ke and . forwards all the papere to the Attorney 

SSwhfSS; 2"“”' Th '‘ b T. “>»** S 

• De " aU: Before you get to that subject, after the paper? get 

tab? ,h ' n h «"r»« <hS 

Mr. Boggs: Not officially. He examines them with a view to de 
termimng the truth of the matters of fact, and if he considers that 
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it is advisable, from the standpoint of his office to make anv further 
mveshgation of those facts outside, he makes that investigation 
Mr. Dewalt: Then he sends them to the Attorney General with a 
recommendation either for or against? 

i-V. A Ai 1 • 1 ^ ^ or in some cases he sends them 

** ~ tt0TUe y General without any recommendation. 

Mr. Dewalt: They go to the Attorney General? 

Mr. Boggs: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dewalt: What follows? 

Mr. Boggs: Then those papers are considered by the special claims 
section of the Attorney General’s office, and as at the present time 
constituted there is an examining committee of three members who 
must pass on every one of those claims before it is finally allowed or 
disallowed. Then, their findings pass on to the Assistant At- 
torney General who is in charge of that work, and any order 

u ^ I ?. allowm g a claim or disallowing a claim must be signed 
by the Assistant Attorney General, and then those orders, whether 
they be of allowance or disallowance, are returned to the Alien Prop¬ 
erty Custodian’s office for execution. In some cases the orders are 
directed to the Treasurer of the United States, because in the event 
ot the property being money that money is not held by the Alien 
Property Custodian but by the Treasurer, and so, in the event that the 
order is directed to the Treasurer of the United States the Alien 
Property Custodian, for convenience, is made the executing arm for 
the Attorney General’s office in that behalf. It is simply a matter of 
convenience, because the Alien Property Custodian has all the trust 
accounts on his ledger and he knows whether the property is only 
money or whether it consists of other things as well. If there is 
money involved he transmits that order to the Treasurer of the United 
States and procures the issuance of the check. If it is other prop¬ 
erty he arranges through his depositories for the return of that 
property to the claimant against a proper receipt. 

Mr. Dewalt: As I understand, and if I am wrong vou will cor¬ 
rect me, up to this time the adjudication of these claims rests with 
the Attorney General? 

Mr. Boggs: That is merely one of the methods, sir. The other 
method is the litigated method in the courts. 

Mr. Dewalt: Please proceed with that. 

Mr. Boggs: Yes, sir. 

Mr Dewalt: Before we get to that, you say that that has been 
abandoned, has it? 

Mr. Boggs. No, sir. I say that is the method in vogue at the pres¬ 
ent time. 

Mr. Dewalt: In the Attorney General’s office now? 

Mr. Boggs: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dewalt: I thought you just said a moment ago that he had 
rescinded that? 

Mr. Boggs: No, sir. I referred only to the ruling on the legal 
status of internees. I said there had been a few cases at a much 
earlier date and the Attorney General’s office had allowed these 
claims, but that on reconsideration he had decided that it was not 
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ElltS £„'3« ,h ' d *“ ,h * "0 f„«h„ 

otlSra? 06 ^ 11 ' What y °" haVe Said applies not only to th^e, but to 

Mr. Boggs: To all claimants. 

Mr. Dewalt: That is one method? 

Mr. Boggs: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dewalt: The other is the litigated method? 

k .k‘ ?r ggS: , Yes ’ sir. That is accomplished in the first instance 

• y ^tk ^ Ik^ °f a n °t lce °f claim, just as in the other case and follow- 

UnitidSte? e . alni£ ' ntfilf ' s a hid in equity in the district’court of the 
United States in which he resides, or at his election, in the Supreme 

Court of the District of Columbia, and that bill in equity proceeds 

i"had thereon The l 0 ^'' “j? in . e<pli ‘ y and the sa ™'procedure 

States en^k a 7 P T‘ deS the TreaSUre >' «f the United 
States and the Alien Property Custodian, as the case may be 

withThe 6 S 8 68 r°ik the A bill> and they then fiIe ««h answers,’ 
., ^ , e cp of the Attorney General of the United States 

as they think proper to file, and the issues are made and the wsels 

wkh regard tothe^undf 6 1S trlcd ’ t and tbe decree has the same effect 
witn regard to the funds or property in the hands of these respective 

u W i°T U a d m u aSe ° f any defendan t in a chancery suit 
Mf' Dewalt: Under what provision of the trading with the enemy 

,n the power of the Attorney 

Mr. Boggs: It is by virtue of section 9, which gives to the Presi. 
firm f tk hmt«d States the power to consider these claims Sec- 
ion 5 of the same trading with the enemy act gives to the President 
the power to delegate to other officers such of the powers therein as 
he may be advised, and he has exercised that right by delegating 

General" 61 ° U nonliti g ated claims® to the Attorney 

t , M '\, DeWa lV Under * he present system the Attorney General and 
tee three attorneys whom he has selected as a claims board would 

the a United S S fl e te h u nght ° f PfT? 7 . as betw een the claimants and 

Mr Boggs Y^s sir"" 16 Alien Pr0peity Custodian? 

^ alt : Unless the party pursue the method of litigation? 

Mr. Boggs. Yes, sir. It would be proper to state here that there 

Gene/i 8 ' adj l “ dicat f created by an adverse decision of the Attorney 
General in the matter, because the statute expressly provides that if 

the Prudent declines to allow the claim or fails to act on the same 
to Proceed d Tk aft k r ,, it haS be - en filed ’ the " claimant hi he ngh 

b i;.r ty “ lh “‘ !h h ' “ ■"» "rrffi 

Mr. Dewalt: That applies in both instances, either where there i* 
General? t0 m 6 ° dayS ° F an adverse Vision by 
Mr. Boggs: Yes, sir. 
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Mr Boggs :It will have very little effect on the procedural side, 
ihe claims which I have been discussing so far have been those which 
are allowable under section 9 as originally enacted. In addition to 
them there is a special class of claims that are known in the office of 
toe Alien Property Custodian, for convenience, as the French and 
elgian claims In July 1919, there was passed an amendement to 
section 9 which provided that if the President should find that in 
any given case the property of a supposed enemy was taken because of 
the tact that he was resident in the territory occupied by the armies 
. the ene my--I am using my own language, not quoting the act— 
in such cases if the President satisfies himself as to the truth of the 
lacts he might on his own motion provide for the return of the 
property. That was done for convenience, because we had several 
hundred cases where French and Belgian property was taken solely 

German Ann 1 ^ ^ ° Wners Were in territor y occupied by the 

I think I am correct in saying that this arrangement was made 

with the full knowledge and assent of the diplomatic corps of 
M the two countries principally involved, France and Belgium, 

and a number of these voluntary returns have been made in 
that manner. 

Mr. Dewalt: What do you mean by voluntary return? 

Mr. Boggs: By the executive department of its own motion There 
again it takes an order from the President to do it. That power he 
has delegated to the Attorney General so the At-orney General makes 
the orders for the return of these properties; in that case there is a 
very much simpler procedure. The Alien Property Custodian’s office 
simply certifies to the Attorney General’s office that in the following 
cases we hold the following property which was taken simply by 
reason of the fact that the owners reside in territory occupied by the 
Army of the enemy and thereupon the At-orney General’s office 
giants the order providing for the return of the property. The 
amendment which is here proposed is primarily an extension of the 
second method of executive relief, namely, by voluntary return. 

Subsection b of the proposed act concerns itself entirely with that 
method of return, but it was not considered desirable or proper to 
restrict the parties solely to that method of getting their property . 
hack and therefore subsection c permits any person who would be 
entitled to receive his property back under the provisions of subsec¬ 
tion ib to apply for it m the usual way as originally contemplated in 
section 9. In other words, the department may not have had infor¬ 
mation, as a matter of fact, that he falls absolutely within the cate¬ 
gory outlined in this amendment, and if the department is not suffi¬ 
ciently speedy in returning the property to him, then he may file his 
notice of claim and proceed to recover either by the nonlitigated 

method or by suit as originally provided in the trading with the 
enemy act. 

Mr. Dewalt: Does the proposed act have in contemplation the 
cases of residence of Alsace-Lorraine, occupied territory? 

Mr. Boggs: Yes, sir. 
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receive undfrth^Tctt ^ and what rights do the y 

tained on^^nf rtf® 1 * ‘° s ' lbdiv f on No. 1 of subsection b, con- 
rained on page 4 of the present draft. 

r jL® 1 ‘ lzen °. r s “ b .j ect °f an y nation or State or free city other than 
Germany or Austria or Hungary or Austria-Hungary— 

As it now reads. 

T Sta f te , or free <% in the four nations last named) 
and is at the time of the return of his money or other property here¬ 
under a citizen or subject of any such nation or State or free city. 

wou . ld P ermi t the return to a person who was not a citi¬ 
zen at the time the property was taken and is not now a citizen of 

°, f the enemy countries. In order to clarify the situation with 
regard to Alsace-Lorraine and other countries that have been trans- 

wnr e< !v 1 fr0n t, en T y ‘° noner l em y or friendly status, by virtue of the 

boTtomof e n«^fi eel !t 1 f nS ii rted th ® Pr ° vis0 Whieh is contained at the 
reads™ * P 8 6 d folIowln g on page 7, the present draft of which 

Provided, That no person shall be deemed or held_ 

The Chairman: Line 22? 

Mr. Boggs: Yes, sir. 

29 Provided, That no person shall be deemed or held to be a 
citizen or subject of Germany or Austria or Hungary or Austria- 
Hungary for the purposes of this section, even though he was such 
ciPzen or subject at the time first specified in this subsection, if he has 
become or shall become, ipso facto, or through exercise of option a 
lzen or subject of any nation or State or free city other than Ger¬ 
many, Austria or Hungary (including any State or free city in the 
three nations last named), (first) under the terms of sucl/treaties 
of peace as have been or may be concluded subsequent to November 

Md 1 t 9 h 1 e 8 U b rfitIfi e qt G i erma 7/ ° r ^ ustria or Hungary (of the one part) 
powers The Rrifil e F and/ ° r ic hree ° r m , or ® of the following-named 

part) Th B h EmPlre ’ FranCe ’ Italy ’ and Japan ( ° f the other 

classisf: “ ° n6 C ' aSS ° f tm * tieS Whi ° h may accom P lish iL The second 

Under the terms of such treaties as have been or may be concluded 
in pursuance of the treaties of peace aforesaid betwJn any nation 
State, or free city (of the one part) whose territories in whole or in 

manv 0 nr A A Ug, J St V 914 ’ form , ed a P ortion of the territory of Ger- 
man y or Austria-Hungary and the United States and/or three or 

more of the following-named powers: The British Empire FWe 
Italy, and Japan of the other part. p ’ ’ 

In other words, if the status of a given niece of former 
terntory has been definitely changed to neutral or friendly territory 
by virtue either of one of the principal treaties of peace or by virtue 


BANCO MEXICANO, ETC., VS. DEUTSCHE BANK, ETC. 2$ 

nf L?! Sidla J? c tK l ty w ]“? h has been made pursuant to such treaty 
of peace, and if either of these treaties of peace has been duly recoe- 

mzed either by the United States or by three or more of thofe 

powers named there Great Britain, France, Italy, and Japan, then, 

in that event only do we recognize the change of status as having 

been properly accomplished; but it will be seen, I think, that thesf 

limitations will not at all prevent the return of Czechoslovakian 

property, the status of which Mr. Hill will be able to advise you 

more upon than I can, because it is a matter that pertains more to 

t n (l X r ni “ t ' „ A , s l understand, the status of Alsace-Lorraine has 

tee^t fixed b y tbe signature of the principal powers to the 

K, Sit, £”» “ d prop .« yj 

•^ r * Hill: It extends to all boundaries. 

f understand this provision, then, regardless of 

the fact that the United States has failed to ratify the treaty the 

anTfW t R at , three of J ,he ass ™ iated Powers, to wit, France, ^taly, 
i? n ! 0r F ™"f> Great Britain, and Japan, have rati- 
ed it, all the citizens of Alsace-Lorraine would have a legal status 
to recover their property which is now held in the United States? 

the treahFf' That W °f d ?°l be absolute *y correct, sir; because under 
th! Pt, ty f p ac f’ whlch has been s ‘gned between Germany and 
the other principal powers who were our cobelligerants in the war 

it is not every person who is resident in Alsace-Lorraine who will 
acquire French citizenship. A certain class of residents of that 
country will ipso facto acquire French citizenship, and other classes 
are permitted the right to elect for French citizenship. Only the 
class that either ipso facto or who have the right of option are 
covered by this. In other words, those citizens or residents of Alsace^ 
Lorrame who under the terms of the treaty are not recognized will 
not have the privilege under that treaty of becoming French citizens 
o ft m "’ll not , be recognized by this proposed amendment. 

in oTii ?!u a t : p° llo f wl “g ‘ bat out, would I be correct in say- 
. .. ln g tbat the rights of the United States to this property now 
held would be largely determined by the construction of the treaty 
of Germany with the powers with reference to citizenship of those 

of tW* tf ■ 4 ? sac f" L orraine and also dependent upon the ratification 
of these treaties by these associated powers other than the United 
States; is not that correct? 

,.^ r ;, Bogg . s: fi Tbat 18 tr ue. Of course, you will note in the draft that 
that the ratification by the United States alone would accomplish 

the same purpose as would the ratification by any of the three of 
those other powers. 

enmnii.? e ^ t: i The iT atification i . by the United States is not an ae- 
Alr^BogtJ'*'^ 11 am speakln g o{ tbe present state of affairs. 

Mr. Dewalt: Under the present state of affairs, the rights of this 
country to this property, if I am right in my construction, and if 
am incorrect I wish you would correct me, would be determined bv 
Germany with powers with reference to the citizen of Alsac^Lo^ 
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" Une : ' ,r seco ”d be determined by the action of the associated Dowers 
regardless of the action of the United States. Is not that it’ P 

class^ ggS: WaS n °* 6ar 88 t0 y ° Ur distinction between the two 

■ M '\ De J wa > t : This act provides that where a treaty has been 
igned and adopted by three of the contracting parties to wit either 

hR.!T' Bn ^ ° r ° r Great Britain Prance and Italy 
thal V. their rights are determined by that, and then vou coupfe 
that by saying that the right would be dependent upon the treato 
with Germany as made with these signatory powers P w”th referencl 
to the citizen or resident of Alsace-Lorraine, end you also coupled 
it with the distinction that the parties resident in this country were 
not all ipso facto citizens of France, but some of them had the rioht 

that? ° D 01 * eCtl ° n 88 t0 ‘ heir citizenshi P- Am I correctly statfng 

Mr. Boggs: Yes, sir. In other words, the treaty of peace in anv 

hllT C fn e "°. U d b r L h - e basis of " -hether OT not the person was eligp 
ble for the return of his property. gl 

V.a^ r ’ I)e "’ al ' : . 1>nes r* not follow upon that statement, if what I 
have premised is correct, that the rights of the United States to this 
property now held by the Alien Property Custodian are in a ereat 
measure, if not altogether, dependent upon the treaty then made 
between Germany and these signatory powers, and in the second 

SL’,?' h h ” b “ n ,< ‘ op “ d by Ih ' ,h ~ 

• A rSiifs ss 

3 lon ’ T h ere is nothing anywhere in this amendment which 

n u pe . rmlt i^ 1056 three powers to determine that this country 
s ould return the property of Germans living in Germany for in- 
stance, if that was the point which was in your mind? " 

Mr. Dewalt: That is not the point in my mind at all but if this 
contemplates putting the citizens of Alsace-Lorraine in the status 
of having a legal basis for the recovery of their property if thdr 
status is determined, as you say, to-wit, by election as to their 

1 bsbpd K i P - m °r n€ lnstance ° r secondly, by the treaty estab- 
hshed between Germany and these three signatory powers it 

seems to me that if the Lnited States does not agree to the ratification 
of this treaty that we are shorn somewhat of our power over this prop¬ 
el l grant y ° U tbat 11 would not be effective upon the United 
States, having possession of the property, to surrender it, but if this 

act passes, it seems to me there would be a fuller obligation upon the 
Alien Property Custodian and upon the President 8 of the United 

7?u- p ease ’ t0 delegate the power to the Attorney General 
to see that this property was restored, because it includes thfs country 
in its provisions. In the first place it says, as I understand that if 
the treaty ,s signed by the United States then the thing happens and 
S ft be ^°nd Place, it says if the treaty is not signed' by the Umted 
f. tat ’ , tben ’ lf S1 g n ed by three of the associated powers—I do not call 
them allies then they have this status. I am merely throwing that 
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out to you as a suggestion. I am not certain of the position I am 
taking. It is more in the line of inquiry and information for the 

committee and myself that I am paying so much attention to the sub¬ 
ject. 

Mr. Boggs: You are entirely correct in saying that this would 
mean that the United States is definitely agreeing to surrender this 

property on the basis of treaties, either of peace or otherwise, to which 
it is not directly a party. 

Mr. Dewalt: That is the point I am making. 

Mr Boggs: Bu-t, I think you will find there is nothing in the text 
of it that would necessarily make it objectionable to Congress for the 
reason that the class of property that we are here proposing to return 
is essentially the property of persons who have been or will hereafter 

be recognized by practically all the civilized world as citizens of 
those countries. 

To take the case of Czechoslovakia, you gentlemen are doubtless 
advised of the fact that there is a Czechoslovakian Legation in Wash¬ 
ington to-day with a charge d’affaires. While we have not become a 
party to any treaty which definitely recognizes that Republic, never- 
*Y e i 3 4l here 18 ‘he Czechoslovakian Legation right in our midst. I 
think this is a highly important consideration and that all Americans 
who have come in contact with the problem have alreadv acceded to 
in their own minds, namely, that the war has accomplished certain 
definite changes of territory, changes of sovereignty, and changes of 
citizenship in Europe. 6 

Mr. Dewalt: While that may be true, the objection raised in mv 
mind is that Germany seems to have by the provisions of this act 
and by your explanation thereof, the right to determine by its treaty 
with these associated powers as to the citizenship of some of those 
parties in Alsace-Lorraine? 

Mr. Boggs: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dewalt: And if you are correct in that, then, in my mind it 
would be rather a vital objection to assenting to any such provision 
because, for myself, I do not believe the time has yet come to give 
Germany any right to determine by any treaty that it makes with the 
associated powers what the rights of the United States shall be as to 
property which it has taken over during the course of the war for its 
own protection as against Germany. That would defeat the 
62. very purpose of the alien-custodian act and the trading-with- 
the-enemy act and, indeed, it would nullify what has alreadv 
Men done. But, I do not care to pursue the matter any further. 
Your explanation has been very interesting. 

Mr. Boggs: If I may say just one word in reply to your last 
statement. I think you will find on studying the treaty of peace 
which these other powers have entered into with Germany that very 
careful consideration has been given to the classes of persons who are 
to be accorded this privilege, and that France, particularly, was very 
cautious in saying to whom it would accord the privilege of French 
citizenship m that country. 

Mr. Dewalt: I should think that would be so 
4—3838a 
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In Other words, France was very cautious not to open 
the door wide and to welcome every person who happened to come 
aI °rSg panted to get the privileges of French citizenship. 

The Chairman: You change the existing section 9 by covering 
property which may have been seized by the Alien Property Custo 

Mr. Boggs: Yes, sir. 

chfu^eP^™ 811 '' PleaSe give to tbe comm itt ee the reason for that 

Mr. Boggs : The trading with the enemy act as originally enacted 
did not provide for the acquiring of property by the Alien Property 
Custodian, except in two methods. The first method was bv a re- 
QUirement issued by the President—which he delegated, of course, to 
the Ahen Property Custodian—a requirement by which the Presi¬ 
dent directed the person who had custody of enemv property to turn 
it over to the Alien Property Custodian. The other method provided 
for in the act as originally enacted was by voluntary conveyance. It 
was provided that in case any person had property that was enemy 
property in his possession he might voluntarily convey it or turn it 
over to the Alien Property Custodian and be relieved from any 

ioiQ ei l resp0nsibl lty in connection with it. But, on November 4 
iyi8, there was enacted an amendment to the trading with the enemv 
act which also gave the Custodian the power to seize property. That 
amendment was primarily designed to cover intangibles of various 
sorts, such as stocks, patents, and other things of that kind. There¬ 
fore, in order to make it harmonious and to show that we did not 
distinguish between property which came to the Custodian’s hands 
in one way from that which came in another way, the word “seized” 
was added to the old portion of the act, giving the right of claim to a 
person who was not an enemy or alleged enemy. That part is merely 
declaratory of the interpretation that the Attorney General’s office 
bad already put upon the act. We have never attempted to make 
that distinction in our return of property. We took it for granted 

*u Wa f in t en tion °f the act to allow return in proper cases 
whether the property had come into the Custodian’s hands by virtue 
of conveyance or seizure, but in order to set at rest any future doubt 

on that subject we merely inserted the words “or seized by him” in 
this draft. J 

The Chairman: In March, 1918, I think, the Government seized 
the docks of the North German Lloyd and the Hamburg-American 

oo f«. a rl° r ,1 l h , ey were apprised and sold for a total 
of $6,000,000 or $7,000,000. Did that money go to the Alien 
Property Custodian? 

Mr Boggs: Yes, sir; that came into the hands of the Alien ProD- 
erty Custodian. F 

bin? 6 Chairman: That would 1x5 sub i ect to disposition under the 

Mr. Boggs: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, there are a few small textual amendments that we 
have made which do not in any wise alter the meaning of the bill but 
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which, I think, will help to clarify it. I have had two copies made 
for the convenience of the committee. 

The Chairman: Very well. 

(The amendments suggested by Mr. Boggs are as follows:) 

In subsection ( b ): Insert on page 7, line 19, immediately follow¬ 
ing the words “and Japan (of the other part),” and before the sen¬ 
tence beginning with the words “And the receipt of”— 

“For the purposes of this section any citizen or subject of a State 
or free city which at the time of the proposed return of money or 
other property of such citizen or subject hereunder forms a part of 
the territory of any one of the following nations: Germany, Austria, 

or Hungary, shall be deemed to be a citizen or subject of such 
nation.” 

And in lieu of the above, delete the following: 

In subdivision (1), the phrase immediately following the word 
‘Austria-Hungary,” reading “(including any State or free city in 
the four nations last named).” 

In subdivision (6), the phrase immediately following the word 

Austria-Hungary,” reading “(including any State or free city in 
the four nations last named).” 

In lines 4-5, page 7, the phrase immediately following the word 

Hungary, reading “(including any Slate or free city in the three 
nations last named).” 

Mr. Boggs: May I suggest that any purely clerical errors or the 
misspelling of words be corrected by the clerk. 

The Chairman: Certainly. 

Is there anything else which you desire to submit? 

Mr. Boggs: No. 

The Chairman: ^ ou have considered paragraph 2 on page 4 and 
paragraph 3 on page 4, which are embodiments of bills introduced 
by Congressmen Winslow and Butler? 

Mr. Bogg: Yes, sir. 

: As far a s you know, the Department of Justice 
and the Alien Property Custodian have no objection? 

Ir. Boggs: No sir. The feeling of the department is still the 
same as that stated by Mr. Garvan in his testimony before the com¬ 
mittee ; it is entirely a matter for your committee to consider We 
are very glad to know that there is now submitted for consideration 

a , draft which will not militate against the efficient administration 
of the office. 

Mr. Winslow: The charge d’affaires of the Czechoslovakian Re¬ 
public made a presentation of his interest in this matter, which was 
referred to me in conversation with one of the representatives of 
he Alien Property Custodian. I asked that the statement be made 
to the Alien Property Custodian by the charge d’affaires; and further 
that the Ahen Property Custodian furnish the statement made bv the 

k aff:, ;rr for , th n. >e :: efit of the committee. It seems to me it 

lght be well to ask Mr. Boggs to read the communications to the 
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34 M wTli^s 6 t Z'rt, tha - T e Z ght ha y e thera at the moment, 
t •i 0g , t , t f hen y m ‘ otherecord - If there is no objec- 

documente 1 " & ' Boggs if he wil1 kindly read those two 

Mr. Boggs: Certainly. 

rtvHy c "“° di * n - ««-, 

Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Sirs- H ° USe ° f Re P resenta tives, Washington, D. C. 

Pursuant to the suggestion of your committee, I take pleasure in 

Masarvlf ch'arcJ addre ^ cd *? me by the honorable Jan 

Slovakian Remfhlip^nfi ^ th ® Amencan interests of the Czecho- 
siovaKian Kepubhc, conhrming a recent conversation between us con- 

Tnfn!* ng t G ^Czecho-Slovaki citizens held by my office 
Information which has reached me from other reliable sources fullv 
corroborates the statements made in Mr. Masaryk’s letter and I feel it 

pr i p dej?eTz:xT:rVh: ,ett r to y <r <-<*>> feel u 

1 desire to add that I have been authorized by the Undersecretarv 
nnirn^ t to presentthis informal communication to you without re- 
couree to the usual diplomatic channels because of the shortness of- 

Six* Si2S " rB, ” y " Si "* 

Respectfully, 

FRANCIS P. GARVAN, 

Alien Property Custodian. 

nn^ at laSt P ar . a £ r ?P h > 1 ma y add, was due to the fact that ordi- 

direct" toTh^T 8 ^!? 3 fr ° m A forei § n representative do not come 
dn ect to the Alien Property Custodian, but through the State De- 

paitment; but this was expressly authorized by Mr. Polk. 

(The letter from the charge d’affaires for the American interests 
of the Czechoslovakian Republic reads as follows:) 

Mr. Francis Garvan, May 2 *» 1920 - 

Care of Department of Justice, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Garvan: 

In confirmation of our conversation of a few davs aeo about n i;„n 
property, allow me to briefly state the situation regarding this matter 
Asyou know, there is a great deal of property still &ng h”ld bv 
A le Jl Property Custodian belonging to the citizens of f^rmn^ 
ustria-Hungary, now Czechoslovakia, Roumania, and Jugoslavia 
All he countries are sadly in need of credits, as you know and due to 
the low rate of exchange they find untold difficulties in secnrinZho 
necessary raw materials for our factories. Due to the sameTow Z! 
of exchange, it would be very favorable to those owning property 
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held by the Alien Property Custodian to receive their property while 
the low rate of exchange prevails. As I told you, the Czechoslovak 
crown was down to 100 crowns to a dollar not very long ago. Be¬ 
cause of our gradual stabilization the rate of exchange has improved, 
so that now it is around 60; therefore you see that the property of 
our citizens being held made the owners lose 40 per cent of the value 
of the property in crowns. 

Czechoslovakia has been recognized by all the allied powers, and I 
do not see any reason why the property could not be released very 
soon; and I am sure by helping us to accomplish this you would help 
the good cause of many Europeans who are sadly in need of the 
funds held by the Alien Property Custodian. 

I take the liberty to write this letter because of the kind interest 
you showed in our last meeting. Kindly consider it as a purely per¬ 
son unofficial communication, and be sure that in any way I can 
cooperate in accomplishing this very much needed release of the 
property, I should be only too happy to do it. 

With best regard to Mrs. Garvan and the children. 


Faithfully, yours, 


JAN MASARYK. 


Mr. Winslow: Will you kindly state to the committee what you 
understand to be the official attitude of the Alien Property Custodian 
with respect to the desire for immediate consideration of this pro¬ 
posed legislation? 

35 Mr. Boggs: The official attitude of the Alien Property 

Custodian could, perhaps, more properly be stated by Mr. 
H. E. Ahern, the managing director of the office, whom I have asked 
to attend this hearing. I feel very sure, however, that he will cor¬ 
rect me if I say too much or too little in that behalf. 

The Chairman: I will state for the information of the members of 
the committee that I have a communication from the Attorney Gen¬ 
eral and also one from the Secretary of State, regarding this legisla¬ 
tion and its urgency. 

Mr. Boggs: Yes, sir. 

The Chairman: And I will put them in whatever report is made to 
the House on the bill. 

Mr. Boggs: Yes. 

The Alien Property Custodian is entirely in accord with the draft 
of the bill as submitted by the Department of Justice. The Alien 
Property Custodian feels that it is entirely proper that this return 
should be made and further feels that it would be very desirable, 
from the standpoint of efficient administration of his office and the 
conservation of public funds, that if the return is going to be made 
that it should be done as promptly as possible, because obviously it 
will require a very considerable force of experienced attorneys and 
clerks to accomplish the grouping of these properties and their re¬ 
turn, if it is the intention of Congress to make the return. There- 
fore, if the legislation should be pending for a number of months it 
will probably necessitate a very considerable outlay of expenditure 
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wlntfcothemse m L ight , be obv iated, because if the Alien Property 

&■ mfora “2 8t , a ver y earl y date that he wafa^ 
thonzed to release this property he could proceed at once with the 

X e itie e s h o?,he h o a fh n ce an Ti get rid ° f “ and J us ‘ curtad thaTmuch Ihe 
thil l.!!, !v h 7 ffi 1413 ver - v eas y t0 see that in the handline of 

require a P ereat deal'of'lilf^ 63 -’t th f- C ° IleC i ion of rents and interest, 
on the nart of the Pn admi nistrative work, and considerable expense 
on tne part of the Government would be very easily obviated ifit is 
determined by Congress to return the properties 

so farand ITT ",*! 1 1 see discussion has been had upon 
so tar, and that is subsection (e). That subsection is on pace 9 and 

it is concerned entirely with the question of allowance of debfs 9 The 

vfsionTcf 1? °7 d U , nde / S f ction 9 of the act > an d I may - that subdb 
, • i IS lar S el .v declaratory of the interpretation put upon the 

act as it now exists, by the department. That subdivision says: 

N o money or other property shall be returned nor anv debts 
allowed under this section to any peraon who is a citizen or luhieot 

proswuhon'of the leh Wa3 ) associa ‘f d vvith 'he United States in the 

Iil — ■**- 

T hat is a slight change from the text of the act as it was orimn-illv 

or ally^f f “ Th , at P ereon > not an enen!£ 

be able to advise you more definitely as to the bl Js for the iee 
tion, because it seems that Americans are also concerned as creditors’ 
j e fiard to enemy property under liquidation in Great Britain 

W« should noral. 11 T* 1° 3,6 State Department thal 

«q should not allow the privilege of collecting debts here out of 

enemy property by citizens of France and Great Britain 

unless a similar privilege is allowed to American citizens with 

reference to property there liquidated. 

under thifsectlmfnnhfs •*’^ “ 8Dy 6Vent shaI1 a debt be allo 'ved 

prior to October 6 1917 and °7 ned b y the claimant 

P" . l0 uctoDer t), 1917. That, in the view of the department does 

Tb/Vh ® aCt 8 "T me ? ning ' 11 is simply declaratory 
1 J 7 he ^ ba]rma 'V In , reference to the date mentioned; October 6 

enemyt a t? WaS ^ dat€ ° f the approvaI of ‘he trading with the 

. Mr. Boggs: Yes, sir. In other words, it has been consistent!v th« 
view of the department that the privilege of coUectlnn f dim , 
of enemy property was not a privilege which was intended ftn? 
trate practically the entire purpose of the clnseZhon of thk pZ’ 

ulded%t ,red d lr A S0C ‘ ,On 12 ' To ' da y tbere « trade between Z 

be n^nhs^T and Sermany, and as such trade is lawful there would 
be no obstacle in the way of a merchant in New York sendim? a hill 

property in goods and leave the Government with an empty bag 
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in its hands. We do not believe the Congress intended there should 
be such a result ; and, therefore, we have ruled that the act did not 
contemplate the payment of any debts which arose subsequent to 
the passage of the act. This section is merely declaratory of the 
interpretation that the department put upon it. 

The next clause is “and as to claimants other than citizens of 
the United States, unless it arose with reference to the money or 
other property held by the Alien Property Custodian or Treasurer 
of the United States hereunder.” 

We have in our hands probably a very much larger amount of 
enemy property than is the case abroad. It would very obviously 
be considerably to the advantage of enemy creditors living in France 
or Great Britain if they were free to come here and file claims for 
debts which may have arisen in France, Great Britain, or Italy 
and collect them out of property here. We do not believe you gen¬ 
tlemen even intended that to be the case. They have their own 
courts; they have their privilege under the treaty of proceeding 
there; and they have the privilege of joining the clearing house. 
I believe three of the powers have joined it. Therefore, it is our 
opinion that debts of non-American origin should be collected by 
other means than out of this property here. 

But in the case of a citizen of France or Great Britain, who has 
a just debt that originated with reference to the property which is 
over here, in other words, where a German concern had a branch 
house here and that branch house here created a debt which is owed 
to a citizen of one of these friendly nations, there would seem to be 
no reason in justice or good morals why that property here should* 
not pay it subject to the limitation that it must have been a debt 
that accrued prior to the enactment of the trading with the enemy 
act. 

The Chairman: Have you a table showing the classification of the 
property held in trust by the Alien Property Custodian, and showing 
the amount which has been turned over to the Secretary of 
37 the Treasury as the result of the enactment of the trading 
with the enemy act. 

Mr. Boggs: Those figures are in the possession of the Alien Prop¬ 
erty Custodian. 

The Chairman: If they could be inserted in the record it would 
be valuable information for the committee. 

Mr. Boggs: The summary which Mr. Ahern, the managing di¬ 
rector of the Alien Property Custodian’s office has just handed me, 
shows that the total amount of property received is $555,939,263.85* 
The summary shows the disposition of that. It shows the amount 
of cash deposited with the Secretary of the Treasury to be $161,- 
429,133.67, of which the amount invested is $150,216,866.10 and 
the amount uninvested $11,212,267.57. 

The total amount of claims paid and deducted is $88,471,284.88. 

The Chairman: You might put that statement in the record. 

Mr. Boggs: I will be glad to do so. 
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(The statement referred to is as follows:) 

Alien Property Custodian. 

Daily Statement, May 21 , 1920. 


Total to date. $426 781 707 18 

Claims paid and deducted per statement.... 88471284 88 

Surrendered under voting trust.] 6492''581*78 

Enemy vessels seized by Government prior to trad- 
mg-with-the-enemy act . 34,193,690.06 

Total property seized.;. 555,939,263.85 

Summary. 

Cash deposited with the Secretary of Treasury: 

J T nv . ested .$150,216,866.10 

Uninvested . 11,212,267.57 


Cash with depositaries. 

Stocks. 

Bonds other than investments made bv Secretary 

of Treasury .* J 

Mortgages .. 

Notes receivable. 

Accounts receivable. 

Real estate . 

Miscellaneous general business, etc.. 


161,429,133.67 
592,545.96 
104,478,202.13 

58.557.941.46 
10,034,295.48 

2,155,881.56 

20,836,607.07 

9,436,338.39 

59.260.761.46 


426,781,707.18 

Accounts opened to-day. 0 

Accounts previously opened.. * 35 622 

Accounts opened to date. 35 022 

Last report, number opened on report register: 

If‘ erda - v . 47,329 

TcKla > . 47.380 


Increase 


Number of trusts open on report register: 

Yesterday. 

To-day . 36 ’ 


36,033 

36,033 
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The Chairman: According to your list of suggested amendments 
you wish to insert a general provision and then you desire 
38 to have certain expressions deleted where they are found be¬ 
cause they are covered by the amendment. 

Mr. Boggs: Yes: because they are covered by the amendment, and 
to avoid repetition. The purpose is merely to make it perfectly clear 
that we do not propose to give any better situation to one citizen of 
Germany than to any other citizen of Germany. There was some 
doubt expressed in the department as to whether w© had safeguarded 
that properly, and for that reason these three clauses we are now pro¬ 
posing to delete were inserted. Later we found we could cover that 
more smoothly by this one interpretative phrase. 

The Chairman: Would the city of Dantzig be considered a free 
city? 

Mr. Hill: Not of Germany. 

t i^ r ^' 00 P e * >: wan t to &sk you a question purely for information. 
I have a citizen in my district who was a resident of Germany at the 
time we declared war on that nation. Everything he had—and he 
had accumulated considerable property there—was taken over by 
the German Government. Does the United States contemplate any 
relief in cases of that kind? 

Mr. Boggs: That is, of course, for Congress to consider, as under 
section 12 Congress reserves to itself the disosition of all enemy 

property that is in the hands of the Government after the end of the 
war. 

As to other melhods of collecting claims of the sort referred to by 
Mr. Cooper, that is something I would like Mr. Hill to answer, as it 
is really a question for the State Department. 

Statement of Mr Ralph W . S. Hill, Assistant Solicitor Department 

of State. 

Mr. Hill: W r hat is your question, Mr. Cooper? 

Mr. Cooper: There is a man who is a citizen of this country, but 
who at the time war was declared was engaged in a manufacturing 
enterprise in Germany, and at the time we declared war upon Ger¬ 
many, he had to hurriedly leave the country. He got out of Ger¬ 
many and got back to the States, but Germany confiscated all his 
money he had in the banks and also took his property. He is won¬ 
dering whether the United States will protect him *and give him 
some relief for that loss. 

Mr. Hill: He is an American citizen? 

Mr. Cooper: Ye°. 

Mr. Hill: I stated to the committee before you came in that the 
State Department had made an inquiry as to the present treatment 
of our property in Germany, and about three months ago got a re¬ 
port through the American commissioner in Berlin, who is un¬ 
officially in Germany, from the German custodian of enemy prop¬ 
erty that the German Government was prepared at this time to re- 

6—3838a 
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lease all property taken over other than cash holdings, so it is possi- 

bl ® . he ® ould 8 et back the property other than such funds 
Mr. Cooper: How about the money? 

Mr. Hill . That might have to await the conclusion of the treaty 
ot peace, since Germany possibly considers these funds as affected 

qo by ™ debtB sectl0n .the treaty. Under the treaty all debts 
ow ed betw een the nationals of two enemy countries are to 
be settled through a clearing house, to be established by the 
Governments concerned, and each State, upon ratifying of the 
treaty, must within a month notify whether it will adopt that pro- 
visum. Of course, I can not indicate whether or not this Govern¬ 
ment will adopt the debts section. Germany is probably just mark¬ 
ing time awaiting our action on the treaty and on the section in 
question before reaching a decision as to whether or not she will 

Rf™ 1 * tbe debt J! t0 be P aid directly, and it is possibly on that ground 
that she is holding up funds. 

Mr. Cooper: Do you think our Government should compensate its 
dtizens. We have taken over a lot of alien enemy property. 

Mr. Hill: The only thing I can say is that under the terms of the 
treaty there are provisions for compensation for losses due to the 
acts of Germany with respect to property in that country. When the 
treaty becomes effective we will be in a position to take action in 
accordance with its terms in so far as Congress sees fit. If it does 1 
not become effective it will depend upon the negotiations we will 
make. But I am sure the department will do everything it properly 
can to protect the interests of American citizens. 

Mr. Dewalt: The system as it is working out now between the sig¬ 
natory powers and Germany is, in practical effect, this, that they are 
balancing the accounts? J 

Mr. Hill: In the case of debts? 

Mr. Dewfih; Yes. That is to say, if German citizens have claims 
against trance, France takes into consideration those claims in the 

of Germany are con- 

cerned, and if French citizens have claims against Germany they are 
taken into consideration by the same clearing-house board, and thev 
are balanced one against the other, and wherever the balance lira 
"™ €r ‘he Provisions of the treaty that balance is to be paid by the 
debtor. 1 hat is the way it works. J 

Your answer to Mr Cooper’s question is this, if I understand it 
correctly, that when the United States ratifies the treaty then that 
,n fr P robabilit I w/mld he worked out between the 
accounting and ° erman y throfi S h the ^‘em of clearing-house 

n^'K'lL 1 dld "n ' j tend f° conve -V ‘hat impression because I am 
not sure that we will adopt that section. That is entirely optional 

./'h ‘he United States. Whether we do or not there is article 297 of 
the treaty, with its annex, which provides that enemy property taken 
over by any allied or associated governments—which would include 
the United States—may be used to pay claims due to their citizens 
because of the treatment of their property in Germany Of “ouKe! 
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whether this provision becomes effective depends upon our ratifica¬ 
tion of the treaty. This section would cover the case involved in Mr. 
Cooper s question. The debt section on the other hand is an optionai 

section and it is possible that we would not adopt it if we ratified the 
treaty. 

The Chairman: Is there any other statement you desire to make 
to the committee? 

Mr HiH : Referring to Mr. Dewait's inquiry of Mr. Boggs I 
would like to make a brief statement. We mention here the treaties 
concluded by three of the four following powers: The British 
4U Umpire France, Italy, Japan, or by the United States, that 
are to determine the citizenship status of persons whose 
property is to be returned. Unless we adopt this section of the bill 
our rights with respect to property taken over by the Alien Property 
Custodian are in no way affected by the provisions of any treaty be¬ 
tween Germany and France or between Germany and any of those 
countries to which we are not a party. 

But the feeling of the State Department was this: We would not 
like to continue to hold property of French citizens, although they 
at one time, bewiuse of conditions existing prior to the war, may have 
been German citizens, and the French Government has been pressine 
us very strongly on that point. Also, in the case of Czechoslovakia 
we have recognized an independent government. While the exact 
territorial boundaries of that State will probably have to be deter¬ 
mined by the appropriate treaties of peace, the'United States does 
not necessarily have to be a party to such treaties. In other words 
Austria surrenders territory and Czechoslovakia acquires it and 
any treaty which determines that status would be sufficient, whether 
we are a party to it or not. Of course, while we are still at war with 
Austria this change of status could not, without our consent, affect 
our rights to property taken over. 

k u\k ?” ly by , la - yin « down some such rule as that embodied in the 
bil that can determine who is a Czeeho-Slovak. The citizenship 
status of a person depends upon the law, or treaties, of the State 
claiming him, aside from conflicting claims by two State as to the 
citizenship of any person, one State is not disposed to dispute the 
statement of another that a person is a citizen. For ins-ance in a 
case where there is no conflict of citizenship between two countries I 
think any country will accept the statement of the United States that 
a person is an American citizen. 

olc^i' De Tk‘V tb , at i s . true > as a basic statement, is not this 

also true, that if the explanation as given by your predecessor who 

made a statement here is correct, that after all the status of the 

fn°n!V n * A i a , n , d ’ lf , - vou P ,ease - in Czechoslovakia, is 

m part, at least, determined by the action of the government now 

existing in Germany making treaties with France, and the these 
other parties, to which treaties we are not a party. There remains 
the stubborn fact to my mind at least, that under the provisions of 
the trading with the enemy act we did take this property into pos¬ 
session, and we took it for the purpose of crippling Germany and 
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S ri Ind h w e iTh° t L fU , n ir’ " 0t f T the purpose of confiscation, I grant 
owneis Ty t ,i intention of returning it to the rightful 

neierthelel 1 h a veT P0Se ! he act > ! iberall y construed. But, 

p sition of saying to these governments and to these citizens of 
Alsace-Lorraine and Czechoslovakia that we, by this legislation 
recognize your lega status and your right morally from the fact 
that you have concluded a treaty with Germany «„d „ * 

Germany and France and between Gerrnanv and Aultrk. ^ itf" 
property It seems to me that that is taWn^away Dorn Z United 
States Government one of the supporting crutches it stands on 
41 in reference to this property. That is merely a egal view of 
it. 1 am not talking about the iimtin* nf it t /T 

belon hat f th H United ,< ? tates ° u g ht not to hold on to property which 
,, ags to those people who were unfortunately in the territory of 
Germany or of Austria who wanted to be in friendlv torr-itc ^t 

them nCe, H th T T ’ n Alsace - Lorrai ne. I sympathize very strongly with 

-i.h 'XnSrs;.r rrr£,;T„s t g*sa vh «i 

thrnn I’V^| 3 . Pr0V ^" >n ' 03 t0 whelher 11 does n.it take awav frw, 

& tKX&XP&ff “ 10 

Hlll: ft is only by treaty with Germany that France could 
acquire Alsace-Lorraine, in the absence of complete conquest and 

necessarily there has to be some treaty between Germany and France 
which would recognize that status. Germany and France 

powers -|P eWalt : That is the treat y signed by all these signatory 

ai?? 1 *' p lll: . Yes - ft is more or less basic that before a nerson in 
Alsace-Lorraine could become a Frenchman Gerrnanv hJri + 

Ihe treat^ of^Vereailles^ there°can 

mans Germany, therefore, has no further interest in their property 

Mr. Dewalt. I think that is rather begging the auestion xj n „ 
ever, you may proceed. h g question. How- 

in k? or‘by tha^status Sjift treat - v if «’ e do not acquiesce 

transfer of'Alsace-Lorraine 1 ^ Franc^ant? incidentalh^t^a h the 

Mr. Dewalt: Then, why put it in that disjunctive way; if the 
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treaty is to be ratified by the United States then this condition will 

cented a bv ? „f e th rea i^ 18 n °- I a *i ified by the United State8 and ac ' 
shall exist? 3 f 1 13 assoclated P° wers > ‘hen also this condition 

Hill:.Whether or not the United States ratifies the treaty 

^•' a ? iJ ;” rralne has be e n transferred. Unless we have that provi¬ 
sion m the disjunctive form we would be unable to return thispron- 

m iZ .L lT ty u Wa \ ratifi | d by the United Sta ‘es. The treaty P * 

we a^e not as yet U a £££*“ ^ " ,d “ " Under a treaty to whlch 

The Chairman: Has there been any complaint on the part of for¬ 
eign powers because of the seizures by the Alien Property^Custodian 
countrf®? 7 be onglng t0 diplomatic or consular officers of foreign 

Mr Hill: There has been. As a rule, that property was not taken 
over, but in a few instances it has been taken over, owing to a mis- 

42 Tho A 81 ° n 38 t0 r U ' e fact ' ha ‘ il was diplomat;? property. 

The Chairman. Even in the case of taking property under 

misapprehension, does the Alien Property Custodian constme 

uTmFt 8 r y / iS i 0 , deny l hln ' tha of restoratioT? 6 

Mr. Hill. I understand that the Attorney General has held that 

for n ? t ’ l " nde !; the act In its P r «ent form, release property which 

£ s, stsi sr ™ '“ mi »■ i,r »' .. 

The Chairman; How would that apply in the ease of seizure of 

property belonging to residents of countries against which we have 

made no declaration of war? I have reference to Turkey and Bul¬ 
garia. J 

. ¥ r - H iH : I'bey are, under the trading with the enemy act allies 

f Therw’ and ‘a® j Ct glV u S authorit y t0 lake over such property. 
,,b e Cbainnan . Ami we have taken over such property? 

Mr. Hill: In a few instances. Early in the war the State Denari 

ment requested the Alien Property Custodian to refrain as far as 

of IK 0 ™ tak ,‘ ng over Turkish Property because the arnoum 

vLtanent?f n C T n t y W8S com P aratlv . eI y small, while American in¬ 
vestments in Turkey were many times larger. As a matter of 

policy, we thought it was better not to take over the small amount 

o f Property belonging to Turks in this country because if wTdffi 

in Turkey ^ As U° was ° Ver the P ro P ert y of our citizens 

can pronTrtv ThZ ’ mad ? n ° attem P t to toke over Amen- 

can property. This is also true in the case of Bulgaria. 

D ° eS l hat involve an y considerable amount? 

nil' Tii 11 : You mean amount taken over here? 
ihe Chairman: Yes. 

^ : l d ° * n0t ^ n0W the exact amo unt, but it was not very 
great. The department assured the Bulgarian Government 

on a statement from the Alien Property Custodian, that this Govern- 
ment would not take over Bulgarian property; but in one or two 
instances it was taken over, and under the ruling of the Attornev 
General he can not release prpertv which technically could have 
pen akrn over at the time it was taken over by the custodian. An 
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ameiKiment along the lines suggested in this bill is apparently neces- 

sary Rf m,t the return of ™ch property. ' P y neces 

i ‘, he Chairman: Does the seizure and retention of this property 

Stovakiii^Th Property Custodian, of citizens of Czechoslovakia, Jugo- 

ZZr*’ B . ga !i' a ’ Turkey ’ and Alsace-Lorraine, involve any em- 
barrassment on the part of the State Department? 7 

Mr. Mill. It does; yes, sir. In addition to that, they have taken 

iunS'who atlr^° f S K ltZerland ’ ?°" and > and other -u‘-l 

untries, who at the time, by reason of residence in Germany or 
otherwise, were included in the term enemy. We have taken over 

can not P reWs an t d llnde f the P res « nt wording of the act the custodian 

KLSifraaas; rtVWSfe 

."SU Xtt «' k ” d -At ViSS 

I may also refer to the case of Czechoslovakia. This Government 
has recognized the Government of Czechoslovakia. Congress made 

app :zrr f0r - a ” in j ster *? ‘ ha ‘ country and w! ha™ ac! 
40 ,f ad ted a mln ister there - rh is Government has recognized 
43 the existence of that country through the Executive, and yet 
we continue to hold the property of its citizens, which we 
can not release at this time without an amendment of the act, because 

Czechish er ! el J- l , 10s at the tlme the property was taken over. The 

of thM nroncH 0 Ver n me 5 -. as 1,3 a 8 ood daa I for the return 

s ‘ h a at .i rr0pCr,y ' Cond,tlons "1 Czechoslovakia, Poland, Jugo- 

ertv i’n ^u are ,f V ?L senous and ‘he return of their citizens’ prop- 
ttofe 11 f he * VerV . advallta «eous rates of exchange at this 
countries ' 1 ^ b ° f matenal assistance in the rehabilitation of those 

ha™ a 6 ‘ h l t Ca i e i° f f P l Ia , nd u : the same situation exists there. We 
dLin g ttol d 1 0 / D P , 0h3h P L ro Perty. Where the Poles were re- 
llrwlor,! ?? of p °! and whlch vvas formerly Austria-Hungarian 
car r: rr,t0ry ’ he d «P artmer ; t ^ b een very much embarrassed 
slch nronelv "° dlscratl01 ? with the Attorney General to return 
11 P. P er ^y. There has been considerable irritation shown bv 
e various neutral countries and considerable pressure bv these 
new associated States, such as Poland and Czechoslovakia and also 
Jugo-Slavia which is a part of the Kingdom of the Serbs, Croats, and 

im v ,v We contlnue to hold the property of their citizens 
although they were our associates during the war 

m " n Domson: Under the terms of this bill can that situation be 
imo y ° U re { er /ed to of citizens of Sweden and Norway’ 

„ M . r ;. Hl11: Paragraph 1 on page 4 permits the return of property of 
a citizen or subject of any nation or State or free city other than 

or Austrla , or Hungary or Austria-Hungary (including 
any State or free city in the four nations last named).” That would 
permit the return of all such property. 

I might mention paragraph 4 and also paragraph 8 the latter 
paragraph, says, The Government of Germany or Austria or Hun¬ 
gary or Austna-Hungary, and that the money or other property con- 
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cerned was the diplomatic or consular property of such Govern- 
2! n JL l may . sa / m explanation of these paragraphs that during 
rTLT r- by a " i nfo ™ a l exchange of notes between the two Govern¬ 
ments, Germany stated that she would not interfere with the Ameri- 
<an diplomatic or consular property in Germany, and this Govern¬ 
ment intimated that it would similarly treat German diplomatic and 
consular property in this country. The action of the two Govern¬ 
ments was entirely in accord with international usage. It is possible 

throng’* thi?t m T' eral lnsta , nc ® 3 such property was taken over 
through a misapprehension, and these paragraphs will permit the re- 
turn oi such property. r 

Mr. Wmslow: As the official representative of the State Depart- 

m M ’ „T, 0U ^ ge c the eaHiest P° ssible consideration of this measure? 

Mr Hill: the State Department is very anxious that this bill be 
passed as promptly as possible. We feel that there is considerable 

advantage to be gained in our relations with the various countries 
concerned. 

Not along ago a telegram came to the department from Czecho¬ 
slovakia inquiring as to our attitude with respect to their property, 
‘hff P nv deges were being asked by our merchants over there 
and that that government wanted to know how friendly we were in 

44 A eg f r 7i t? the treatment of their property in the United States. 
Only this morning a copy of a telegram came to my desk from 

. • , ‘ h ® American minister, Mr. Prague, telling of an article 
, t j' h /, ad a PP eared . ln the local press there attacking the attitude 
? ^oyernment in continuing to retain the property taken over 
by the Alien Property Custodian which belonged to Czechoslovak’ 
citizens and pointing out what a serious loss such retention was to 

them, thus indicating that there is considerable irritation there at this 
time. 

Mr. Dewalt: What attitude have France, Great Britain, and Italv 
taken with reference to the property they sequestered belonging to 
citizens of Czechoslovakia? Have they returned it? 6 & 

Mr. Hill: They are returning it, I think, because under the treaty 
of peace it is provided they shall return it. I can not, however 

at hand a " SWer y0Ur <l uestlon because I have no official information 

Mr T BogjK? imian: IS thCTe anybody else you desire to have heard, 

Mr Boggs: I do not think so. I asked to be present a representa- 
tive of the Alien Property Custodian’s office and also a representative 
of the Department of Justice who had information concerning in¬ 
ternees. These gentlemen are here and will be glad to answer any 
questions any member of the committee may desire to ask. I also 
have here our legislative man, the attorney who formerly had charge 
of this work in the Alien Property Custodian’s office, Mr. Stellwagen 
who was at the former hearing, who is more conversant with the his¬ 
tory of the trading with the enemy act than I. All these gentlemen 
are at your service. 

Mr. Dewalt: I would like to ask Mr. Ahern a few questions 
1 he Chairman: Certainly. 
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Stotement of Mr. H. E. Director> Alien Property 

ments agTin' sta ‘ em f ent to Mr - Boggs a few mo- 
taken over by th e 8 alien urooert v . ? / pro ? er ' y wh ich was held, 
amounted to $550 000 000 TlLt *f ^ Ian ’ w ) lc h I believe you said 
000,000 was eash that hnrl , That statement also showed that $161,- 
Treasury? 88 * hat had been turned °'er to the United States 

Mr. Ahern: Yes. 

Thatwou,d 

£ gS; Y &!z 

.u™dtfi r “™l e , h "fc r f ;™i°" cl ““ ‘8M71.2M.88; h.», 

rangements sanctioned byShe courts $6 492*581° rf*" 1 ??’ , unde . r ar ‘ 

™a« i ’eS ,n "* m W57 ' 941 •« AoJlfiSffi 

-—«- ‘“i" 

4£> Mr. Dewalt: So that that may be made clear 1 „.„m i 

the «88 y nnnnno Uple ,° f Options. You have a balance takine off 
the $88,000,000 in claims paid, and taking off the S161 , ftnnn!& ? 
cash of about $300,000,000 worth of property? $161 > 000 >°<>0 of 

Mr Dewalt- Hmv h f , l ’ ndred and six ‘ y million dollars worth. 

T. yew alt. How do you account for that? 

Mr' TWeU m! is $14 / >00 ’ 000 in stocks. 

Mr. Dewalt. What sort of stocks? 

Mr. Ahern: Various corporation stocks, railroad stocks indiiatri.i 
stocks, mining stocks, any kind of stock ’ lndustnaI 

Mr 6 AhernT i n do^not^hirik^here^is^anv^in nSUranCe compan i es ? 
included. 6 13 any insurance company stock 

8 taS TE ‘‘r fi I L a t BT T mUnicati0n dated May 28 > 1920, Mr Ahern 
states. 1 hnd that I was in error in making this renlv Twi 
stocks of a number of insurant • • 11119 re P*^- fhere are 

holding.” insurance companies, in most cases very small 

by M? ‘ D«.”“Th T ,he »’~ n -8« ™Suh C .t" re ' ,k,n ov ” 

*S«S«o*“»«« * 
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Mr. Ahern: Yes; any investments made of funds taken over bv 
Stat^Cds by the SeCretary of the ^ reasur .V “d they are in United 

Mr. Dewait: I understand that. These stocks and bonds which 
originally were taken over by the Alien Property Custodian I should 
Resume womd still be in the hands of the A^ie/propmy Custod^ ; 

M 1 "' iV ieri j : The .y at -6 ) or his depositaries. 

Mr. Dewalt: Authorized under the act’ 

Mr. Ahern: Yes. 

4''bSSfliS »'”» “«■*■ ““ »•«« u P° n 

4; fy'S. X. t 

quarterly and then they go into the Treasury. remitted 

Mr. Dewalt: In this process of conversion, let us illustrate A 
corporation is existent, having its location and its manufacturing 
enterprise in the city of New York. Upon investigation it”d e 
termined, and we will say properly determined, that it was owned 
and controlled by its majority stock, by alien enemies or by persons 
who resided in alien territory, which, under the terms of the act 
were constnied to be alien enemies. Now, after that determination’ 
the Alien Property Custodian took over that property. If he could 

n °!i ge ^ t ^ e 88 held by the stockholders, he was authorized 

under the act, as I remember it, to have certificates of stock issued 
to him in place of those he could not actually obtain possession of. 

He then obtained the controlling interest in the entemrise hv 
having the majority of the stock. S H e then proceeded^ to eTect hte 

46 ° f W u o b0ard 4 f dlr . ector3 because he had control of the stock and 

4b if he saw fit, as m many instances he did—and prehaps verv 

wisely; I do not question that—he sold, lock, barrel, andstock 
the whole enterprise. ’ w 

Mr. Ahern: Pardon me, it was usually the stock he sold. 

Mr Dewalt: I meant the whole concern when I said lock barrel 
and stock He sold the whole enterprise. When he did not’sell out 

Mr. Ahern: Yes. 

<Z’J%.‘‘eoJ2mM nnU ‘ e * h * in »- 

Mr. Ahem: No; in cases where we had a large interest _ a ma¬ 

jority interest—we put in directors and they are running it now 

runnTng it* 6 ™ **“ m ‘ ereStS ^ Sma11 ’ the 0riginal Sectors are 

Mr.^Dewalt: You elected a board of directors and they are run- 

ni A? 11 /u r a n t w cor Poration formed bv themselves? 

Mr. Ahern: No. 

Mr. Howalt: Or are they running it for the Government? 

Mr. Ahern: They are running it as stockholders of the old corno- 

oflhestolk as 3dT nt ’ ° f C ° UrSe ’ dividend8 on 8uch 

6—3838a 
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I J er ? *? the Bosch Magneto concern, taking a con- 

Mr. Ahm-’ Ss.lir ® & Pr6tty ^ enter P rise - Th at was sold? 

Mr. Dewalt: Before it was sold directors were appointed man¬ 
agers were appointed, and they ran the concern for somebody. ’ What 
became of that original stock? Was that all wiped out? 

Mr. Ahern. The old stock, before we took it? 

Mr. Dewalt: Yes. 

Mr. Ahern. Yes; that is wiped out by the trading-with-the-enemv 
act, when the Ahen Property Custodian makes the demand. * 
Mr. Dewalt: Then the new enterprise, when they became nur- 
fh f^ rs at P u ^ llc sale, formed a new corporation and went on with 

that sal^wM n °‘ hin S from them at a *‘! 

Mr. Ahern: Yes, sir. 

Mr. Dewalt: What became of that money obtained by the nur 
chase; was that turned into the Treasury? y ™ P 

Mr. Ahern: That is in the Treasury. 

Mr. Dewalt: Invested in Government bonds ? 

Mr. Ahern: In part yes; there is $11,000,000 uninvested. 

Mr. Dewalt. About how many, if you know, of these corpora¬ 
tions taken over are still run by the old boards of directors for the 

the'fw'rn 1 ’ ‘h dlvldends obtained or the losses sustained by 
tne Government? Have you any idea? 

Mr. AJhern. No; I could not give you those figures. 

amount toT " ° W mUCh ’ in milIi ° nS ° f dollars ’ does that 
Mr. Ahern: I can get you those figures. 

i r. Dewalt: It might be of interest to know how that stands I 
would be interested to know that. 1 

- Mr. Ahern: I can get you those figures. 

47 Mr. Dewalt : During this period have some of these insti- 

Mr aw” 8 fi M nC V nt f °', he alr > or are the .y still remunerative? 

two yeajs^ago. M ° St ° f them “ at le8S * 88 P rofitable as they were 

working oufof 2^*“ ° f that kind ** ° btained 88 t0 the 

Mr. Ahern: It could be, but it would take a long time to makp 

14 \F r! W1 1 F a ^ e U P> .y°u wish to have one. 

a H’ Mr. Chairman. 

Tv? 6 * C " hairn J an - It; if could be made up within a reasonable time 
so that it could be printed with our hearing, that might be done 

b Mr e AZrn d T \° haVe U delay the P ri «ting of the hewing.’ 
w „ m 1 W1 , ge , t J one up 88 soon as 1 can and send it to you 
\Ve could give you a bald statement of the companies in which stock 
has not been sold, in which we have directors,' but as for the profit 
on those concerns, I could not do it inside of several weeks. P ™ 

rf k ?K WaJt - Tbe reason for my inquiry is just this, Mr. Chairman • 

If, by the provisions of this bill, we are legally and in part morallv 
bound to consider claims of Alsatians and Lorrainians and the 
Czecho-Slavs the ultimate result, in large measure, would be that a 
great deal of this property taken over by the Alien Property Cus- 
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dividends ‘ete ^ interest with the accretion of 

the ifke win ^ W ! h ‘. he f? retlon of interest upon bonds and 
the like will be a legitimate claim upon the part of those citizens 

and therefore it will be of considerable moment to know just what 
that is going to amount to. J 

Mr. Ahern: It will be a small percentage of their claims here* the 
corporation holdings are very small. * 

other'way Walt 1 glad *° hear you say that 11 mi 8 ht be the 

fnl ?? ® Chairman: You might get as much of the information asked 
for by Judge Dewalt as you can when you get the transcript of your 
dato* 118 ’ an< af6r y0U mlg ht supply the committee with the further 

nn^ihlf )< r alt ' ! ! J 11181 } 4 be , well > in that same reference, if it is at all 
possible, to ascertain what the expense of running some of these cor- 
porations has been, with the salary lists, that was running dong 

Alien* Property 'Custodian,* h6 Van ° US cor P° rations by the 

wilHak^weeks. 1 “* afra ‘ d y ° U “ asking me to do ^ething that 

_ Mr ; Winslow: 44 > -ou were to do that, could you make a compari- 
son of the previous expenses? p 

Mr. Ahern: That would take months. 

Mr. Hamilton: That sort of information will be eventually forth¬ 
coming, will it not? Y 

The Chairman: I think that has been inquired into by a Senate 
committee under a resolution adopted by the Senate. 

eventually 1 ? l t0n: WlU * hat nt>t b ° a part of the cust odian’s report, 

a? 6 9^ a ^ rman: custodian has made a report 

Mr. Ahern. I think I might say, Mr. Chairman, that not more 

d o r\7i ree ^ four of * hese corporations would be affected by 
his bdi. Of course there are a great many people who hold 
10 shares, here and there, but I mean of the corporations that 
we could control, there would not be more than three or four affected 
by this amendment. 

Mr. Stiness: I would like to ask you a question. Has the property 

which has come into the hands of the Alien Property Custodian been 

invested by the custodian or by the Treasury Department? 

Mr. Ahern: By the Treasury Department. 

Mr. Stiness: When you mentioned this amount of $555,000 000 

d °M° U a u C Ude H he Governm cnt bonds at market value or at par? ’ 
Mr. Ahern: At par. * * 

t h i (inn nan 611 ’ l hat is ? ot the real amoun t of assets—that is, 
the $55o 000,000—so far as those bonds are concerned? 

Mr. Ahern: No, sir; we have not marked up and down the value 
of the securities ; we have taken them at the appraised value at the 
time we received them. ° 

(A list compiled by Mr. Ahern of the corporation, in which the 

i.y s,:L,"]. e tfassr Cm °"“ m rwre "” ,rf 



44 


BANCO MEXICANO, ETC., VS. DEUTSCHE BANK, ETC 


American Refractories Co. 

(Silica, Magnesia, Chrome, and Fire-clay Brick.) 

Address. 315 Union Arcade, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

feued m |l 302 890 £ i 1 ’ 500 ’ 000 . common, $500,000 preferred, 
issued. $l,dU2,800 common, $250,000 preferred. 

cem) 6my mtereSt: $207 ’ 30() common, $47,500 preferred (15 per 
electioSoberT^m HarriS ° n Bank ° f p i‘^urgh, Pa.: 


American Trans-Atlantic Co. 

(Operation of Ocean-going Vessels.) 

Address: 17 Battery Place, New York City 

50^000 O pref d emd ital: 10 °’ 000 ***" C ° mm ° n ° f "° par value - $2 -‘ 

ferred**'' 100,003 shares common of no par value, $29,500,000 pre 

(lM^/cent)” 84 '' 100 ’ 00 ° ShareS common ’ $ 2 - 500 .100 preferred 
Number of directors: Not less than three nor more than nine. 

in eC i^7 B \ H T J nry L - P oh erty, 60 Wall Street, New York 
(^eptember 10 1918); Henry Thompson, 141 Broadway New York 

f August 29, 1918) ; Charles H. Sabin, 140 Broadway New York 

(-}S 20 ’ io/s . 1 T F t B n LvnCh ’^ v ridse Street ’ New York City 
(August .9, 1918) John Quinn, 31 Nassau Street, New York Citv 

sZL ( !S rSk® hjMM#) 0 """’ Sp ™' M * cli ” g *' 


Amid-Duron Co. 


(Wood Scouring and Cording of Oils.) 


Address: 100 William Street, New York City. 

Authorized capital: $10,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $5,000 common (50 per cent) 

Number of directors: Four. 

Y P - C -fetors: E. B. Humpstone, 170 Broadway, New York 

TW»t 15 t’J 9 J 8) , M ' Rroek ' rare of Rcigham Hopkins & Co 

Twenty-third and Fifth Avenue, New York (July 29, 1918). ’ 

49 Anglo-American Cotton Co. 


(Dealers in Cotton and Cotton Waste.) 

Address: 200 Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 
Authorized capital: $50,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $50,000 common (100 per cent). 
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Number of directors: Three. 

A. P. C, directors: James C. Howe, Old Colony Trust Co., Boston, 
Mass. (June 24, 1918); Chandler M. Wood, 35 Congress Street, 
Boston, Mass. (June 24, 1918); B. Devereux Barker, 35 Congress 
Street, Boston, Mass. (April 20 , 1920). 

Atlantic Communication Co. 

(Manufacture and Deal in Electrical, Mechanical, Magnetical Con¬ 
trivances, etc.) 

Address: 47 West Street, New York City (owner of wireless plant, 
Sayville, Long Island). 

Authorized capital: $300,000 common, $200,000 preferred. 

Issued: $270,000 common, $125,000 preferred. 

Enemy interest: $259,900 common, $125,000 preferred (97 per 
cent common, 100 per cent preferred). 

Number of directors: Five. 

A. P. C. directors: John C. s Tomlinson, Jr., 15 Broad Street, New 
York City (June 7, 1918); Alexander Kenney, president (June 7, 
1918); Ralph J. Baker, Harrisburg, Pa. (September 27, 1918): 
L. G. Munson (November 18,1918). 

Baertl Anti-Slip Cement Co. 

(Selling System for Belt-drive Efficiency.) 

Address: 97-99 Water Street, New York City. 

Authorized capital: $50,000 common. 

Issued: $36,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $25,100 common (70 per cent). 

Number of directors: Five. 

A. P. C. directors: Thomas Hassett, 15 Park Row, New York City 
(December 8,1919); A. R. Byrd, Jr., Equitable Building, New York 
City (December 8 , 1919); Medad E. Stone, 75 Murray Street, New 
York City (December 8,1919). 

R. G. Barthold & Co., Inc. 

(Exporting and Importing.) 

Address: 4 Stone Street, New York City. 

Authorized capital: 1,000 shares of no par value. 

Enemy interest: 500 shares of no par value (50 per cent). 

Number of directors: Three. 

A. P. C. directors: John W. Hannon, 115 Broadway, New York 

City (July 31, 1919); C. R. Austin, 30 Church Street, New York 
City (July 31,1919). 
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-vs. DEUTSCHE BANK, ETC. 

Beer, Sondheimer <fe Co. (Inc.). 

(Dealers in Metals, Especially Copper and Zinc.) 

Address: 61 Broadway, New York City 

Authorized capital: $1,202,000 

Enemy interest: $1,202,000 (100 per cent). 

Number of directors: Seven. 

City' UuswtTTn M , Mc „ I . lvain > 120 Broadway, New York 
fn r> 1 ; A ’ Louis A - Watres, president Scranton Trust 

?3 ra f"; Pa- (August 2 , 1918); John P. Grier, 15 Broad Street 
^ York City )August 2 , 1918); Ford Huntington, 15 Day S reet 

Trust £ SftV T®* V 918 J ’ Frederick J. Fuller, Central Union 
Trust Co., 80 Broadway, New York City (August 2 , 1918). 

F. Bing (Inc.). 

(Carrying on Domestic and Export Business in Hops and Malt.) 

Address: 32 Broadway, New York City. 

Authorized capital: $30,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $25,000 common (83 1/3 per cental 
50 Number of directors: Three. V ^ P C<mt) ’ 

A * B. C. directors: William F Keohan ^Tnlv 9 Q iqiq\ 

110 ^ F ° rt ^tr“t, ( S y 2 Y Vk 91 Sy 

Botany Worsted Mills. 

(The Manufacture and Sale of Worsted, Woolen and Other Yarns 

and Textile Goods.) 

Address: 200 Fifth Avenue, New York City 
Authorized capital: $3,600,000 common 
Enemy interest: $2,561,000 common (71 per cent) 

Number of directors: Not less than 7 nor more than 11 . 

2 fi IQIfii- 'ri, reC ^ >rS r' Horace C. Jones, Conshohocken, Pa (March 

ThomL 8 V If J maS F n Martm I Union Hill > N. J. (March 26, 1918) 

1 homas J. Maloney Bergen Avenue, Jersey City, N. J (March 26 

27 Mc ^ a i’ ?° ?, hurch Street > New York C ty (March 

Pa (March^ T^ 8 ?-. f t 5 , Chestnut St «et, PhiladelphJ 

20,' 1918) ’ 8): RlChard Stockton > Tre nton, N. J. (August 

The Charles E. Bresler Estate Land Co. 

(Real Estate, Holding and Renting.) 

- Address :1660 Second Avenue, Detroit, Mich. 

Authorized capital: $90,000 common 

NuX 1 oSct $ om; 0 Fo 0 ur mmOn (16 Per Cent) ' 

troth Mich. (Aprin5 R i a B) St0ne ’ Pre8id6nt Detroit Trust C °o De- 


BANCO MEXICANO, ETC., V8. DEUTSCHE BANK, ETC. 


4 1 


Bruckraan Can Machinery Co. 

(Manufacturing of Can Machinery and Cans.) 

Address: 100 Howard Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

Authorized capital: $35,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $35,000 common (100 per cent). 

Number of directors: Five. 

dire ?i t0 i 1 ^ : j\h° mas Jennings, Spear and Howard Streets, 
San Francisco, Calif. (December 27, 1918): F. H. Green 72 Free¬ 
ly 11 Street, San Francisco, Calif. (December 27, 1918) • Joseph E 
msT’Th 646 U r n Street Sa n Vrancisco, Calif(I&ffif S, 

(December 27*, Bui ' ding ’ '®“ Francisc °’ Cahf 

C. Bruno & Son (Inc.). 

(Manufacturers of Musical Instruments.) 

Address: 351 Fourth Avenue, New York City. 

Authorized capital: $250,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $179,466 common (72 per cent) 

Number of directors: Six. ' 

Citt' i*7 re ?oia\ A: u X ' B ' ^ a r‘ da - v ’ 44 Pine Stree ». New York 

gty y pml k."Sd R H Ci; S 

The Brynhilda Shipping Corporation. 

(Shipping.) 

Address: 17 Battery Place, New York City 
Authorized capital: $72,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $67,000 common (93 per cent) 

Number of directors: Five. 

Citv’ Joct G r rge W° 0 lse J’ \ 5 Broad Street, New York 

tanVrust'rn’ Jj^ v G ,f?£ e an , T uy ’ Jr ’ President Metropoli- 

N .r J 0 o rk G K ( ° Ct n ’ ^18 ); George K GiSon’ III 
East Thirty-third Street, New York City (Apr. 6, 1920) * 

Ceresit Water-proofing Co. 

(Manufacturing Waterproofing Process.) 

Address: 110 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Ill. 

Authorized capital: $75,000 common. 

Issued: $54,200 common. 

Enemy interest: $52,000 (95 per cent). 

Number of directors: Five. 
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,w A ' P ' ?- Q f' I : ect ® rs: R -B. Upham, 122 Michigan Avenue, Chicago 
(May 1, 1918) .George E. Brennan, Corn Exchange National Bank, 
Chicago (May 1, 1918); John W. O’Leary, president Chicago As¬ 
sociation of Commerce Chicago (May 1, 1918); A. M. Rode, care 
of Peoples Trust and Savings Bank, Chicago (May 1, 1918). 

Chromos Chemical Co. (Inc.) 

(Manufacture and Sale of Chemicals and Chemical Compounds.) 

Address: Aeolian Hall, New York Citv, N. Y. 

Authorized capital: $90,000 common. 

Issued: $10,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $10,000 common (100 per cent). 

Number of directors: Three. 

r* ?v£’ * rectors: . Edward K. Hanlon, president (Dec. 24, 1919) • 
m9) W ‘ M ° rgan ’ Jr -’ 52 William Street, New York City (Dec. 24,’ 

Columbia Brewing Co. 

(Manufacture of Lager Beer and Ice.) 

Address: 520 Elysian Field Street, New Orleans La 
Authorized capital: $400,000 preferred. 

Enemy interest: $80,000 preferred (20 per cent) 

Number of directors: Seven. 

o,LH; £..1 S? : h g " 18 ) d, “ 8 "' 217 CmM ' s, ~ 8 

J. P. Devine Co. 

(Manufacture of Vacuum Dryers.) 

Address: 1372 Clinton Street, Buffalo, N. Y. 

Authorized capital: $100,000 common 
Enemy interest: $50,000 (50 per cent). 

Number of directors: Four 

807 D a Mo,g “ 

Diamond Fish Co. 

(Packers of Salt Herring.) 

Address: 518 Central Building, Seattle, Wash. 

Authorized capital: $30,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $15,000 common (50 per cent). 

Number of directors: Three trustees. 

W A . P V C . d i r f!° r: H .?- F ? lsom ’ i r -. 507 White Building, Seattle 
Wash, (elected trustee May 21, 1919). ' 
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Didier-March Co. 

(Manufacturing of Refractories and Gas Retorts—Engineering and 

Construction.) 

Address: 15 Exchange Place, Jersey City, N. J. 

Authorized capital: $400,000 common, $750,000 preferred 

fcnemy interest: $400,000 common, $750,000 preferred (100 per 
cent.) 

Number of directors: Five. 

C *. 1 dl i r ® ctors: George H. Flinn, 17 Battery Place, New York 
Oty (April 15, 1918) ; Edward M. Mcllvain, 120 Broadway, New 
York City (May 28, 1918) M. P. Quinn, Bailey Building, Phila- 

(tth 12 U 1919 1 ) 1918); Fmnk R ' Valentine ’ Woodbridfe, N J. 

Dieckerhoff, Raffloer & Co. 

(Importing and Dealing in Notions.) 

Address: 560 Broadway, New York City. 

Authorized capital: $1,000,000 common,' $500,000 preferred 
Outstanding: $985,000 common, $492,500 preferred 

cent pto) intereSt: $283 > 500 common, $141,750 preferred (28 per 
Number of directors: Five. 

v A ,- ~ C - directors: Charles B. Macdonald, 15 Broad Street, New 
York City (June 11, 1918); Ernest Harvier, 29 West Tenth Street, 

RnilH^ 0 cr rk l 7 R y » ( Ug p, St V^ ); , George H. Flinn, Whitehall 
Building, 17 Battery Place, New York City (June 5, 1918). 

Ely Coal Co. 

(Coal Mining.) 

Address: Girard, Ill. (principle offices, Springfield, 111.1. 
Authorized capital: $2,000,800 common. 

Enemy interest: $2,000,000 common (99 per cent). 

Number of directors: Not less than five nor more than nine 

iQisi fames M. Graham, Springfield, Ill. (June 26, 

1918); Albert H Rankm, Sangamon Loan & Trust Co., Springfield, 

fl U m J Tn e / 2 ^’ 191 o 8 ) : A°A" H ' McCreery, St. Nicholas Hotel, Spring- 
9ft ld iQi«\ nn ne i 26 t > George Whyel, Uniontown. Pa. (June 

field III |jl a e 26 1918r n ’ J ’ Springfiel<1 Ma " ne Spring - 


7—3838a 
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Fahlberg Saccharine Works of America. 
(Manufacture of Saccharine.) 

Address: 44 Wall Street, New York City. 

Authorized capital: $20,000. 

Enemy interest: $20,000 (100 per cent). 

Number of directors: Four. 

A. P C. directors: Elek J. Ludyigh, 501 Fifth Avenue, New York 
City (August 12 1918); Frederick A. Bishop, 542 Monroe Street, 
Brooklyn, N Y (August 12, 1918); Thomas J. Bradv. 31 Nassau 
Street, New York City (August 12, 1918); Lester C. Burdett, Wool- 
worth Building, New York City (August 12, 1918). 

Finck Estate. 


(Handling of Real Estate.) 

' A. . 

Address: 101 Barton Street, St. Louis, Mo. 

Authorized capital: $25,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $8,333.33 common (33^ per cent). 

Number of drectors: Three. 

A P. C director : Mr. W. F. Carter, care of Mercantile Trust Co., 
St. Louis, Mo. (July 30, 1918). 


The Flexitype Co. 

(Importing Matrix Paper.) 

Address: 1570 West Third Street, Cleveland, Ohio. 

Authorized capital: $10,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $5,600 common (56 per cent). 

Number of directors: Five. 

i n di 1 re ^ 1 ors: . George Coulton, president Union Commercial 
National Bank, Cleve and Ohio (September 12, 1918); E. H. Baker, 
Cleveland Plain Dealer, Cleveland (September 12, 1918); Charles 

8 * T ™‘ Co ' Cl ' v * l “ d - 

Foreign Transport and Mercantile Corporation. 

(Operation of Ocean-going Vessels.) 

Address: 17 Battery Place, New York City 

*2W™p re SS l: 245 ' <<H> ° f “ 1”' "'«• — i 
E ”"(o in pS?^S)~ n < 97 !«'"*»•) i »2.459,- 

53 Jmber of directors: Not less than three nor more than 
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A. P. C. directors: Henry L. Doherty, 60 Wall Street, New York 
City (September 10, 1918); Henry Thompson, 141 Broadway, 
New York City (August 29, 1918); Charles H. Sabin, 140 Broadway 
New York City (August 29, 1918); F. B. Lynch, 8 Bridge Street, 
New York City (Holdover); John Quinn, 31 Nassau Street, New 
York City (August 29,1918); Joseph S. Qualey, 25 Pine Street, New 
York City (August 29, 1918) ; Col. Douglas I. McKay, 30 Church 
Street, New York City (March 28, 1919) ; James H. Gannon, Ridge¬ 
way Co., Spring Street and McDougal Street, New York Citv (March 
28, 1919). 

Forstmann & Huffmann Co. 

(Manufacturers of Woolen and Worsted Yarns and Goods.) 

Address: 2 Barbour Avenue, Passaic, N. J. 

Authorized capital: $2,000,000 common, $3,500,000 preferred. 

Enemy interest : $344,000 common, $717,000 preferred (common 
17 per cent, and preferred 20 per cent). 

Number of directors: Six. 

A. P. C. director: Edward I. Edwards, 1 Exchange Place, Jersey 
City, N. J. (Mar. 26, 1918). 

Gans Steamship Line. 

(Chartering of Vessels and Cargo.) 

Address: 12 Broadway, New York City. 

Authorized capital: $100,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $15,000 common (15 per cent). 

Number of directors: Five. 

A. P. C. director: Mortimer N. Buckner, 26 Broad Street, New 
York City (February 4, 1919). 

General Briquetting Co. 

(Briquetting and Licensing Briquetting Processes.) 

Address: 25 Broad Street, New York City. 

Authorized capital: $1,000,000 common, $250,000 preferred. 

Outstanding: $543,500 common. 

Enemy interest: $299,990 common (no preferred, 46 per cent 
common). 

Number of directors: Nine. 

A. P. C. directors: Moritz Rosenthal, 25 Broad Street, New York 
City (re-elected); Wm. H. Harrison, 200 Fifth Avenue, New York 
City (June 7, 1918); Willard H. Platt, 109 Duane Street, New York 
City (June 7, 1918). 
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Gerhard & Hey (Inc.). 

(Freight Contracting.) 

Address: 21-24 State Street, New York City, 
uthorized capital: $100,000 common. 

nemy interest: $100,000 common (100 per cent) 

Number of directors: Three 1 ; ' 

City' fi£ dl 13 Ct 19lVM Ie rh' f S ^ ne i 75 Murrfl y Street > New York 
York City'(Mar 1 22 9 10 1 ^ ar w u 27 Cedar Street - New 

Street, New York City (Feb.’ 5^1920) *' Dimnmgton ’ Jr - 5 Nass au 

German American Bronze Powder Manufacturing Co. 

(Manufacture, Import, and Deal in Bronze and Other Metallic 

Powders.) 

Address: 38 West Thirty-second Street, New York City 
Authorized capital: $60,000 common. 

Issued: $43,000 common. 

<83 p " "“ , ' 

Y“k W r?"*,?' ''™ ,S 30°P.VSS' i£ 

York §? i*;| S; Zu\: H F - B "””' 59 L ~ J a™,; K 

^ German Consolidated Newspaper Co. 

(Publishing Newspaper.) 

Address: 1566 West Third Street, Cleveland, Ohio 
Authorized capital: $100,000 common 

p- -*>• 

National ^TT' 

publisher Cleveland Plaindealer, Cleveland! dh!o (Sept lMoS)"’ 

The Press & Plate Co. 

(The German Press & Plate Co.) 

(Publication of Newspaper.) 

Authorized*caphaFf$^00,0^common^ aeveIaild ’ 0hio * 

NuS in ofto;cS’ 9 Fiv^ mm0n (52 PCT Cent) ‘ 
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A. P. C. directors: George Coulton, president Union Commercial 
National Bank, Cleveland, Ohio (Sept. 12, 1918); E. H. Baker, 
publisher Cleveland Plaindealer, Cleveland, Ohio (Sept. 12, 1918)'; 
Charles R. Dodge, president State Banking & Trust Co., Cleveland, 
Ohio (Sept. 12, 1918). 

Goldschmidt & Loewenick (Inc.). 

(Buying and Selling Slippers.) 

Address: 129 Duane Street, New York City. 

Authorized capital: $50,000 common. 

Issued: $40,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $20,000 common (50 per cent). 

Number of directors: Three. 

A. P. C. director: A. S. Webb, president Lincoln Trust Co., New 
York City (Oct. 22, 1918). 

Gottschalk, Dreyfuss & Davis (Inc.). 

(Dealers in Lithographic and Other Process Prints.) 

Address: 877 Broadway, New York City. 

Authorized capital: $25,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $25,000 common (100 per cent). 

Number of directors: Three. 

A. P. C. directors: H. B. Coho, 111 Broadway, New York City 
(Oct. 4, 1918); R. E. Fox, 32 West Fortieth Street, New York City 
(Oct. 4, 1918) ; W. H. Williams, 120 Broadway, New York City 
(Oct. 4, 1918). * 

W. Hagelberg (Inc.). 

(Importing, Publishing, and Dealing in Lithographs and Prints.) 

Address: 43 Exchange Place, New York. 

Authorized capital: $50,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $50,000 common (100 per cent). 

Number of directors: Three. 

A. P. C. directors: R. E. Fox, 32 West Fortieth Street, New York 
City (Jan. 28, 1918); Harold Harwood, 43 Exchange Place, New 
York City (Apr. 1, 1919); A. W. Bennett, A. P. C. Office, New York 
City (Apr. 1, 1919). 

Haaeman-de Lair e-Schaefer Co. 

(Manufacture of Chemicals.) 

Address: Maywood, N. J. 

Authorized capital: $60,000 common. 

Issued: $15,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $5,000 common (33£ per cent). 
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Number of directors: Four. 

Paiaf S' fSK i r i d 9lT). SpenC ' er ’ Bank & TrUSt ° 0 ’ 

55 Hammacher, Schlemmer & Co. 

(Importing and Sale of Hardware and Kindred Gooda.) 

Address: 133 Fourth Avenue, New York Citv 
Authorized capital: $360,000 common 
Enemy interest: $60,000 (16 per cent). 

Number of directors: Five. 

City (Oc£ber r 29 to 1918) dad ^ St<me ’ 75 Mumly Street ’ New York 

Hanover Vulcanite Co. 

(Importing of Rubber Goods.) 

Address. 109 East Sixteenth Street, New York Citv 

Authorized capital: $10,000 common 

Enemy interest: $9,700 common (97 per cent). 

Number of directors: Three. 

w reCt p S A Wm 'o^ w Ba ^ Strouds burg, Pa. (December 
20, 1918) Wm. C Amos, 250 West One hundred and third Street, 

New York City (December 20, 1918); J. V. Campbell, 35 West 
Thirty-ninth Street, New York City (December 20, 1918). 

Charles E. Hansen Estate Co. 

(Holding Company—Real Estate and Securities.) 

Address: 762 Fulton Street, San Francisco, Calif. 

Authorized capital: $100,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $24,480 common (24 per cent). 

Number of directors: Six. 

^’c?' ^director: Gavin McNab, Merchants National Bank Build¬ 
ing, San Francisco, Calif. (May 13, 1919). 

Harwick Bronze Powder Co. 

(Importing Bronze Powder.) 

Address: Care of United States Bronze Powder Co., 220 West 
Forty-second Street, New York City. 

Authorized capital: $15,000 common 

Enemy interest: $10,000 common (66§ per cent.) 

Number of directors: Three. 

ntt' tLy l ?i Ct 0 i 1 S; „{■ B T lake Kellogg, 120 Broadway, New York 
Yo?k ( §ty ^October S? 19lT ’ Murphy ’ 31 NaSSaU ’ Street ’ New 
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Heine & Co. 

(Selling Agency of Heine & Co., of Leipzig, Manufacturers and 
Dealers in Chemicals, Essential Oils, etc.) 

Address: 7 Platt Street, New York City. 

•$250 000 r ) 1Zed Cap ' tal: $ 100 > 000 common (accountant’s report shows 

Outstanding: $70,000 common. 

Enemy interest: $30,000 common (42 per cent). 

Number of directors: Five. 

r> V-G < ^ ec 1 to S : k. Bizallion, president Gotham National 

®“ k W NeW J°?^y , ( v. Iay l C !: 1919) > Aaron J - Colnon, 233 Broad¬ 
ly* New York City (May 20, 1919); Larkin G. Mead, 110 West 
Forty-second Street, New York City (May 20, 1919). 

International Haircloth Co. (Inc.). 

(Manufacturing Interhano Horse-hair Interlinings and Fiber Cloth.) 

Address: 334 Fourth Avenue, New York City 
Authorized Capital: $100,000 common. 

Issued: $72,200 common. 

Enemy interest: $34,000 common (47 per cent) 

Number of directors: Five. 

C;,v Mn CT di is Ct0 |ai(^° b r rt Adan ?! on . 511 Fifth Avenue, New York 

York ( aty g (iug. 13, ^lSr 8 " ^ ipa ‘ BUildiDg ’ NeW 
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International Hide & Skin Co. 

(Importers and Exporters of Hides, Skins, and Furs.) 


Address: 59 Frankfort street, New York City. 

Authorized capital: $100,000 common, $100,000 preferred 
Issued: $20,000 common, $100,000 preferred 

(eOpeTcent) 6168 ^ 8 ’°° 0 C0mm0n (56 P er cent >> * 60 >000 preferred 
Number of directors: Three. 

A - F; C. directors: Geo. H. Flinn, 17 Battery Place New York 
City (May M/Sig) 5 Frank L ' Crocker ’ 5 Nassau Stree ‘. New York 


E. Jacob Land Co. 

(Disposing of Property of the Heirs of Elias Jacob, Deceased.) 
Address: Care of Theo. Thorner, Plaza Hotel, San Francisco, 
Authorized capital: $1,500 common. 
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Uni,rf s, ““ A1 

Victor Koechl & Co. 

(Manufacturing and Selling Dyestuffs.) 

Address: 34 Beach Street, New York City 
Authorized capital: $1,000 common. y ‘ 

Enemy interest: $500 common (50 per cent) 

Number of directors: Three. 

Citt'fMnr' rj re i'‘,°iQ ; A v, r0n J - , Colnon > 115 Broadway, New York 
Yo^kCRy(Jan! 13! ) i92oT U8 ' H ° tten8tein - 120 Broadway, New 

The Latouche Copper Mining Co. 

(Mining of Copper Ore;) 

Address: 13-15 White Street, New York 

Authorized capital: $300 000 

Enemy interest: $100,000 (83J per cent). 

Number of directors: Four. ' 

(elected Ju'tylR J ' Corbett > 80 Broadway, New York 

Lock, Moore & Co. (Ltd.). 

(Lumber.) 

Address: Lockport, Calcasieu Parish, La 
Authorized capital: $100,000 
Enemy interest: $22,000 (22 per cent) 

Number of directors: Not more than six nor less than five. 

Rant f S' ~* rector - Frank Roberts, president Calcasieu National 
Bank, Lake Charles, La. (elected Jan. 21, 1919). 

Lutz Shipping Co. 

(Operation of Vessels.) 

Address: Pensacola, Fla. 

Authorized capital: $100,000 
Enemy interest: $100,000. 

Number of directors: Three. 

iF* < ^ re ^ t01 'Sj Hollis N. Randolph. Atlanta Ga • F T? 

Wi "'* m L ' W ““ i - A. (AU 
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Emil Majert Co. 

(Importers of Wall Paper and Wall Decorations.) 


Address: 9-11 East Thirty-seventh Street, New York 
Authorized capital: $50,000. 

Enemy interest: $49,900 (98 per cent) 

Number of directors: Three. 

A * P n P T> dire ? t S rs: °* Kilbourne; Z. S. Freeman; J. C Tom¬ 

linson, 15 Broad Street, New York. (All elected July 24, 1918.) 

Martini & Huneke Co. of America. 

(Engineers and Machinery Manufacturers.) 

Address: 1201 Hudson Street, Hoboken, N J 
Authorized capital: $500,000. 

Issued: $304,000. 

Enemy interest: $107,500, 35 per cent. 

Number of directors: Not less than five nor more than nine. 

16 1918) direCt ° r: Harve y E - Mol ®> 55 Liberty Street (elected Aug. 

Marvin Estate Co. 

» 

(Real Estate Holding.) 

Address: 24 California Street, San Francisco, Calif 
Authorized capital: $530,000. 

Enemy interest: $142,700, 26.9 per cent. 

Number of directors: Three. 

• A ^ director: Gavin McNab, Merchants National Bank Build¬ 
ing, San Francisco, Calif, (elected July 29, 1918) 

(Property to be returned under section 9 claims.) 

Richard Mayer Co. 

(Cotton and Cotton Waste.) 

Address: 184 Summer Street, Boston, Mass. 

Authorized capital: $200,000. 

Enemy interest: $200,000. 

Number of directors: Five. 

■A.* G. directors: James C. Howe, Old Colony Trust Co Boston 

& R e f ted J Une , 2 ?’ 1 ® 1 ? ) • handler M. Wood, 35 ChngresS 

l €lected J n ne 24 > 1918 > 5 Edward Lovering 834 
Exchange Building, Boston, Mass, (elected June 16 1918) • C O 

Payson, 18 P. O. Square, Boston, Mass, (elected June' 16, 1918) • B 

Devereaux Barker, to be elected to fill vacancy existing on board. * 
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The Monopole Champagne & Importation Co. 
(Wholesale Liquors.) 

Address: 80 Maiden Lane, New York 
Authorized capital: |50,000 
Issued: 830,300. 

Enemy interest: 830,200, 99.5 per cent. 

Number of directors: Six. 

£ s, Y sij »*■ c. fs-; 82 S’JsS; 

June 28, 1918 ) * D ’ 133 Broadwa ^ York. (All elected 

Robert Muller & Co. 

(Manufacturers of Hatbands and Novelties.) 

Address: 22 Washington Place, New York City. 

Authorized capital: $25,000 common, $75,000 preferred 

44 pe? M y nt” feSt: ?16 ’ 6 °° common > 66 P er cent? 833,400 preferred, 

Number of directors: Three. 

WmiamKtr^^ 60 ^ I '' H £ nde1 ’ 46 Cedar Street, New York • 
lam K. La Bar, Stroudsburg, Pa. (Both elected Nov. 12, 1918.)’ 

K. & E. Neumond (Inc.). 

(Drying and Trading in Feedstuffs, Grain, etc.) 

Address: 501 Elysian Field Street, New Orleans La 
Authorized capital: 8100,000 ’ 

Enemy interest: 893,900, 93.9 per cent. 

-Number of directors: Three 

a^ a -fss.“!sxssi's. iSrw 

Northern Fur Co. 

(Furs.) 

Address: 318 North Main Street, St. Louis, Mo 

taSonll : ^ 00 >°00 common, 830,000 preferred. 

Issued. 880 000 common, 830,000 preferred. 

(no3g power) ,00 ° C ° mm ° n ’ 25 p6r Cent ’ ^ 30 > 000 Preferred 
Number of directors: Three 

st‘to**** to. E»h.„ g ,. 
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Otto Coking Co. (Inc.). 

\ , 

(Manufacture of Coke, Metal Coke Ovens, etc.) 

Address: 469 Fifth Avenue, N. Y. 

Authorized capital: $3,000,000. 

Issued: $156,600. 

Enemy interest: $156,600. 

Number of directors: Seven. 

A. P. C. directors: E. A. Breed, 30 Church Street, N. Y.; Walter 
C. Webster, 25 Broad Street, N. Y.; E. P. Earle, 165 Broadway, N. Y.; 
J. Ennis McQuail, 1 Broadway N. Y.; Joseph S. Qualey, 25 Pine 
Street, N. Y.; S. B. Thorne, 17 Battery Place, N. Y.; M. F. Millikan, 
30 Church Street, N. Y. (All elected Sept. 26, 1918.) 

Otto Estate Co. 

(Dealers in Real Estate.) 

Address: 311 San Marcos Building, Santa Barbara, Calif. 

Authorized capital: $18,000. 

Enemy interest: $18,000. 

Number of directors: Three. 

A. P. C. directors: William G. Griffith, Santa Barbara, Calif.; S. B. 
Schauer, Santa Barbara, Calif.; Alfred Edwards, Santa Barbara, 
Calif. (All elected July 27,1918.) 

Otto Gas Engine Works. 

(Manufacture of Gasoline and Oil Engines.) 

Address: Thirty-third and Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa. 

Authorized capital: $2,500,000. 

Outstanding: $214,200. 

Enemy interest: $214,200. 

Number of directors: Three. 

A. P. C. directors: Joseph M. Feaster, 315 Liberty Building, Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa.; Vincent A. Carroll, 315 Liberty Building, Philadelphia, 
Pa.; Chas. A. Wigmore, Juniper and Cherry Streets, Philadelphia, 
Pa. (All elected July 18, 1918.) 

Pacific Mildcure Co. 

(Packers, Dealers in Salt and Smoked Fish.) 

Address: 505 Central Building, Seattle, Wash. 

Authorized capital: $80,000. 

Enemy interest: $80,000. 

Number of directors: Three. 

A. P. C. directors: H. D. Folsom, jr., 506 Central Building, Seattle, 
Wash, (elected May 9,1919). C. A. Philbrick, First National Bank, 
Seattle, Wash, (elected May 21, 1919). 



60 


BANCO MEXICANO, etc., vs. DEUTSCHE 


BANK, ETC. 


69 


Park Hill Land Co.' 

(To Conduct a Real Estate Business.) 


Address: Wauwatosa, Milwaukee, Wis 
Authorized capital: $250,000 

384 pct “ , - 

w»k£ wifszi st s 1 ?r ta ' Mii - 


Payette Land & Improvement Co. 

(Selling of Real Estate.) 

Address: Payette, Idaho. 

Authorized capital: $150,000 
Enemy held: $122,000, 81.3 per cent 
Number of directors: Five. 

C - W. Giesler, Payette, Idaho (elected Oct 

M ’ E Wood Pavftte Tdi>f d VK a u tte ’ IdaJl ° (elected 0ct - 15, 1918). 
d, rayette, Idaho (hold over representing A. P. C.) 

Petag Breslin Co. 

(Importers of Oriental Rugs.) 

Address. 212 Fifth Avenue, New York 
Authorized capital: $100,000 
Enemy held: $99,000, 99 per cent. 

Number of directors: Six. 

V^v P t C * du J cl ?" : R- Gibson, 200 Fifth Avenue New 

A Dingwall, 66 Leonard Street, New York• C L 
Anderson, 63 Leonard Street, New York* Preston M * t 

Menke 1 ^MFourth^'’’ Fifth Ave “»e Building, New York; William 
Menke, 125 Fourth Avenue, New York. (All elected Nov. 18, 1918.) 

John Rath Cooperage Co. 

(North ffl , (lw 

Authorized capital: $36,000. 

Enemy interest: $18,000, 50 per cent 
Number of directors: Three 

Co A (eL^M^tl9 L 18) US Te ‘ er ’ ChiCag ° SaVingS Bank & ^ 
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Rattan & Cane Co. 

(Manufacturing Cane.) 

Address: 66 West Broadway, New York 
Authorized capital: $10,000. 

Enemy interest: $10,000. 

Number of directors: 3. 

vA P i d directors ' Gilbert Kinney, 242 Madison Avenue, New 
York J. B. Pruyn, 2 Rector Street, New York; Arthur Vemav 12 
East Forty-fifth Street, New York. (All elected June 17, 1^18.) 

Roechling Electro Steel Co. (Inc.). 

(Buying and Selling Steel.) 

Address: 175 Lafayette Street, New York 
Authorized capital: $30,000. 

Enemy held: $30,000. 

Number of directors: 3. 

v\ P vj C - dir “ : Edward M. Mcllvain, 120 Broadway, New 
York, Edward M Sawtelle, 5 Beekman Street, New York; Paul R 
Towne, 258 Broadway, New York. (All elected May 23, 1918.) 

Romanoff Caviar Co. 

(Purchasing, Selling, Packing, Preserving, and Otherwise Dealing 

m Domestic and Foreign Caviar.) 

Address: 170 Chambers Street, New York. 

Authorized capital: $500. 

Enemy interest : $300, 60 per cent. 

Number of directors: Three. 

rw P w n ireCt w rS ^ E 'u Ever , e , t . t Cowell, 68 Bedford Street, Stamford, 
30 1919 ')' lam F ' Koehan ’ Wash ington, D. C. (Both elected July 

Roselle Mining Co. 

(Mining.) 

Address: 1018 Paulsen Building, Spokane, Wash. 

Authorized capital: $500,000. 

Enemy interest : $337,766, 67.5 per cent. 

Number of directors: Five. 

wtr d t ' rect0 c : Hugh W Sanford, chief of Tungsten Division, 
War Industries Board, Washington, D. C.; Fred E. Baldwin 

Spokane, Wash.; George Turner, Spokane, Wash.; R. L. Rutter, 
Spokane, Wash. (Last three elected Nov. 15, 1918.) 
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Rosco Trading Co. 

(General Exporting and Importing Company.) 

Address: 66 Leonard Street, New York Citv 

$ 20 °.00p common, $800,000 preferred, 
issued. $110,000 common, $400,000 preferred 

pre^^r^cen? 75 ’ 700 C ° mm ° n ’ 68 8 P er cen ‘: *244,000 
Number of directors: Seven. 

206 li B^aijw 

Bank- Charles’L Fellows^ ^ a S7 , Hall > Merchants National 

«°^r, hSrs: safssnijrv gy™ *«* 

Russ Estate Co. 

(Renting Out Offices and Stores in Russ Building.) 

Address: 255 Montgomery Street, San Francisco, Calif 

Authorized capital: $1,050,000 

Issued: $1,030,000 

Enemy held: $220,000, 21.3 per cent. 

Number of directors: Five. 

Fr^cFsco C (e1SLg 0h l9,79l9 ) reSt0n ’ 1105 H ° bart Buildln K> San 

Russian Caviar Co. 

(Importing, Exporting, etc., Caviar of all Kinds.) 

Address: 170 Chambers Street, New York 
Authorized capital: $10,000. 

Enemy held: $7,000, 70 per cent. 

Number of directors: Three. 

Conn ^ Winia e m 0 F : 68 Bedfor d Street, Stamford, 

30, 1919.) U F ' Koehan ’ Washington, D. C. (Elected July 

Rudolph Saenger Co. 

(Dealers in Silk Goods and Veilings.) 

Address: 239 Fourth Avenue, New York Citv 

Authorized capital: $3,000 

Enemy interest: $2,700 (90 per cent). 

Number of directors: Five 

(M A ar R 28' &w a wu C ° X ’ 84 1 St. Marks Avenue, Brooklyn 

oq’i oim 9) i. B Wllson ’ 130 F i f ‘h Avenue, New York 

(Mar. 28,1919); E. Everett Rowell (Apr. 15, 1920). 
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Schliemann’s Oil & Ceresine Co. (Inc.). 
(Dealers in Waxes and Oils.) 


Address: 25 Beaver Street, New York City 
Authorized capital: $10,000. 

Enemy interest* $9,500 (95 per cent). 

Number of directors: Three. 

A. P. t C. directors: George H. Gibson, 142 East Thirtv-third 

1919) : George 8 Hier ’ 277 Bro ^ 

Peter Schoenhofen Brewing Co. 

(Brewing of Beer and Other Drinks.) 

Address: 526 AVest Eighteenth Street, Chicago, Ill. 

Authorized capital: $1,000,000 common, $1,200,000 nreferred 
Issued: $917,500 common, $1,117,500 preferred P 

prefer^ (62 6 % 2§°°° C ° mm ° n (614 P er cent >> ^87,900 

A. P. G directors: Thomas J. Webb, 624 West Randolph Street 
Chicago, m. (Mar 11, 1918); T. J. Healey, SoXwestTnisH 

11M8I “r r 5 rf r u ' er a p d ¥°‘ v " e Av enues, Chicago, Ill. (Mar. 

Ill (Mar ’ll 1919) P ' ^ ^ * Savin g» Bank - ^cago, 

Schoenhofen Co. 

# (Distributors of Soft Drinks.) 

Address: 526 West Eighteenth Street, Chicago, Ill 
Authorized capital: $20,350 6 

Enemy interest: $11,520 (56 per cent). 

Number of directors: Five 

: R<,b “ B Upl " £ 


Schutte & Koerting Co. 

(Shipbuilding Machinery, Manufacture of.) 

Address: Twelfth and Thompson Streets, Philadelphia Pa 
^uthonzed capital: $100,000 common, $300,000 preferred 

ferre^^lOO 1 percent) °°' 0PP C ° mm ° n (l6 ° pre- 

Number of directors: Five 

assj.at 


J 


I 
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Seguranca Steamship Corporation. 

(Shipping.) 

Address: 41 Broadway, New York 
Authorized capital: $300,000 
Enemy held: $300,000. 

Number of directors: Five. 

T A* ? ireC ^V? eorge Flinn > 17 Battery Place New York- 

^ Broa ^ wa y> New York; George H Gibson 142 
East Thirty-third Street, New York. Elected May 15, 1919 ’ 

Select Realty Co. 

(Handling of Real Estate.) 

Address: 140 Nassau Street, New York 
Authorized capital: $20,000. 

Issued: $15,000. 

Enemy interest: $14,800. 

Number of directors: Three. 

v ire , Ct0r ? : ky “ G ' M «nson, 1110 West Forty-second 
Street, New York; A J. Powers, Powers Lithographing Co New 

H!m8 0SeP ° y ’ 56 Rne Street ’ New York E?ected June 

62 The Senefelder Litho Stone Co. (Inc.). 

(Dealing in Lithographic Stones, etc.) 

Address: 32 Green Street, New York 
Authorized capital: $30,000. 

Enemy interest: $30,000. 

Number of directors: Three 

New' York fAnr'TT 9“*“?. 209 Dyckm an Street, 

New York Anr 11 ’ i® ! T Me 4 ad c E - Stone, 75 Murray Street 

nue, New YorWholdover) 1 ^ BeCht ° ld ’ 324 West E “ d Ave-’ 

Simon, Buehler & Bauman (Inc.). 

(Importers and Manufacturer of Brewing and Dust-collecting 

Machinery.) ® 

Address: 60 Wall Street, New York 
Authorized capital: $12,000 
Enemy held: $12,000 (100 per cent). 

Number of directors: Three 
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V A v P ^, C - direc J tors ; Frank L. Patterson, 25 Church Street, New 

n of Van i er S 01 ? 1 ’ 18 01d Sli P, New York; James T. Terry, 
60 Wall Street, New York. Elected July 31, 1918. J 

Note. In litigation. Claim filed under section 9 for return of 
property. 

R. & H. Simon Co. 

(Silk Manufacturers.) 

Address: 540 Gardner Street, Union Hill, N. J 
Authorized capital: $1,935,000 common, $100,000 preferred. 
Enemy interest: $350,000 common (18 per cent); $100,000 pre¬ 
ferred <100 per cent); no voting power. P 

Number of directors: Seven. 

• A \F\ C - d l rect0 ” : David B * Skillman, 311 Easton Trust Build¬ 
ing, Easton, Pa. Elected November 11, 1918. 

Joseph Spiero Co. (Inc.). 

(General Forwarders and Freight Contractors.) 

Address: 350 Broadway, New York. 

Authorized capital: $100,000. 

Enemy interest: $66,666.66 (66§ per cent). 

Number of directors: Three. 

Elected MayT8 Ct 1919 Medad E ' St ° ne ’ 75 Murray Street ’ New York - 

Stallforth & Co. (Inc.). 

(Brokers.) 

Address: 140 Broadway, New York. 

Authorized capital: 5,000 shares common $500,000 preferred. 
Enemy interest: 3,750 shares common (75 per cent); $50,000 
preferred (10 per cent). ’ 

Number of directors: Three. 

l_A* w £ dir ^ : Season g° od (May 3, 1918); Col. Doug¬ 

las I. McKay, 30 Church Street, New York (Mar. 28, 1919). 

Star Warehouse Corporation. 

(Warehouse Business, Tobacco.) 

Address: 1800 Semmes Avenue, Richmond, Va 
Authorized capital: $25,000. 

Enemy interest: $24,850 (99 per cent). 

UI pber of directors: Not less than three nor more than five 

RA P ' a . d,rec *°rs : ?; Grayson Dashiell, 621 Mutual Building, 
Richmond A a l ; R. L Montague, 619 Mutual Building, Richmond 
Va. Elected September 23, 1919 ’ 

• 9—3838a 
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63 Paul Stierle Co. (Inc.). 

/ 

(Supplies and General Printers.) 

Address: 56 Pine Street, Providence, R I 
Authonzed capital: $10,000 
Enemy interest: 9,800 (98 per cent.) 

Number of directors: Three 

(>o1vn P HoVp“e„?e e Tl H p2r!rP 'c™** A ' S £~’ 

& Canning, 10 Wybosset Street, Pr^dence R r^’ Car6 C ° mSt ° Ck 

Szilassy Investment Co. 

(Investments, Real Estate.) 

Address: 804 Chestnut Street, St. Louis, Mo 
Authonzed capital: $5,000. 

Enemy interest: $5,000 (100 per cent) 

Number of directors: Three. 

ElwtedJuly 29^ m8 JOhn F ' ***’ Rialt ° Bu ‘ ld ‘ ng; Chas - M Polk - 

Tin Products Co. 

(Producing and Treating Tin and Other Metals.) 

Address: 51 East Forty-second Street, New York 
Authonzed capital: $250,000. 

Enemy interest: $62,500 (25 per cent). 

Number of directors: Four. 

A. P. C. director: Thos. F. Crean. Elected October 2, 1918. 

Topken Co. 

(Importers of Kid and Fabric Gloves.) 

Address: 257 Fourth Avenue, New York 

Authorized capital: $150,000 

Enemy interest: $120,000 (80 per cent) 

Number of directors: Five. 

RiLL C ^ re &^ eR r^ 10, , 1919): Jaraes H - Gannon, 
Nathan F riff™ r^ g o j Ma<; Gougal Streets, New York City 
athan F. Giffen, 115 Broadway, New York; Daniel Neenan y 
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Transatlantic Import Co. 

(Importing.) 

Address: 156 Fifth Avenue, New York. 

Authorized capital: $76,000. 

Issued: $76,000. 

Enemy interest: $76,000 (100 per cent). 

Number of directors: Three. 

A P. C. directors (elected July 25, 1918); William F. Burt, 111 

F«ln Wa J’ n W n°n k i Th °“ a l A ' H Ha y> 341 Northampton Street, 
Easton, Pa.; D. G. Gale, jr., 2 Rector Street, New York. 

Transatlantic Paper Co. 


(Deal in All Kinds of Paper.) 


Address: 50 Franklin Street, New York City. 
Authorized capital: $25,000. 

Enemy interest: $25,000 (100 per cent). 
Number of directors: Three. 


A ' P ; T C ' directors: Alexander Kenny, 110 West Forty-second 
Street, New York; A. W. Kelly, 71 Broadway, New York; Peter 
Tivnan, 235 West Twenty-third Street, New York. 
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Translating Trust Co. 


(Banking.) 


Address: 67 William Street, New York. 
Authorized capital: $700,000. 

Enemy interest: $537,000 (76 per cent). 
Number of directors: Nine. 


V A* B° wer , Liberty National Bank, New 

York (Mar. 12, 1918); William R. Barbour, 22 William Street, New 
°/k 4 918)! Frank S. Hastings, 80 Broadway, New York 

(Mar. 12, 1918); J(An F. Calhoun, 200 West Seventy-second Street, 
New York (Mar. 12, 1918); Ernst Stauffen, jr., Liberty National 
Bank, New York (July 9, 1918); James A. Delehanty, 110 West 
Forty-second Street New York (July 9, 1918); Sterling W. Childs, 
2o Nassau Street New York (July 9, 1918); William H. English, 
120 Broadway, New York (July 9, 1918); L. G. Munson (Jan. 7 


Tropon Works. 

(Manufacture of Proprietary Medicines.) 

Address: 81 Fulton Street, New York. 

Authorized capital: $35,000. 

Issued: $18,900. 
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Enemy interest: $17,100. 

Number of directors: Five. 

V A 1 Gilbert Kinney, 244 Madison Avenue, New 

7- k li" 1 ? 1 ®; I? 18 ); Larkin G. Mead, 63 Park Row, New York 

{q. k 1 t’ l 918); Gu I P :, D 1 ea “> 1183 Broadway, New York (July 10, 
1918), J. Ennis McQuail, 1 Broadway, New York (July 10, 1918) * 
Lawrence McGuire, 115 Broadway, New York (July 10 1918) 


Victor Balata & Textile Belting Co. 

(Manufacture of Belting.) 

Address: 38 Murray Street, New York. 

Authorized capital: $100,000. 

Enemy interest: $33,333 (33$ per cent). 

Number of directors: Three. 

A. P. C director : Parke H. Davis, 22 South Third Street, Easton, 
ra. (Aug. 1, 1918). 


E. K. Vietor & Co. (Inc.). 

(Manufacturer and Dealer in Tobacco.) 

Address: 1800 Semmes Avenue, Richmond, Va. 

Authorized capital: $225,000. 

Enemy interest: $224,850 (99 per cent). 

Number of directors: Not less than three nor more than five 
A - P - C / i irect ^ s: L - Montague, 619 Mutual Building, Rich- 

23 , 1919); R. Grayson Dashiell, 621 Mutual Build¬ 
ing, Richmond, Va. (Sept. 23, 1919). 


Virginia Laboratory Co. 

(Dealers in Chemicals and Chemical Products.) 

Address: 51 East Forty-second Street, New York. 

Authorized capital: $30,000. 

Enemy interest: $10,000 (33$ per cent). 

Number of directors: Three. 

, A ; P - C-director: R. E. Fox, 32 West Fortieth Street, New York 
(Oct. 4, 1918). 

. John J. Von Berger Co. 

(Estate Holding Company.) 

Address: 408 Chronicle Building, San Francisco, Calif. 

Authorized capital: $490,000. 

Enemy interest: $280,000. 

Number of directors: Three. 

A. P. C. directors: Charles K. McIntosh, Bank of California, San 
Francisco, Calif.; Barnaby Conrad, Kohl Building, San Francisco, 
Calif. Elected August 21, 1919. 
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Von Schroeder Investment Co. 


(Realty Investments.) 

Address: 1212 Merchants’ Exchange Bank Building, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif. 

Authorized capital: $200,000. 

Enemy interest: $199,970 (99 per cent). 

Number of directors: Three. 

A. P. C. directors: Frank B. Anderson, Bank of California, San 
Francisco, Calif. (Feb. 19, 1919); Gavin McNab, San Francisco, 
Calif. (Feb. 24, 1919); Joseph K. Hutchinson, Bank of California, 
San Francisco, Calif. (Feb. 19, 1919). 

Wawa Commercial Co. (Inc.). 


(Logging Mahogany Lumber in Nicaragua.) 


Address: 82 Wall Street, New York. 
Authorized capital: 10,000 shares. 

Enemy interest: 860 shares (8.6 per cent). 
Number of directors: Five. 


A. P. C. directors: Alexander S. Williams, Astoria, Long Island 
(May 5, 1919); John W. Hannon, 115 Broadway, New York (July 
2, 1919). 


E. Henry Wemme Co. 


(Real Estate Holding Company.) 

Address: 512 Corbett Building, Portland, Oreg. 

Authorized capital: $100,000. 

Enemy held: $91,666.66 (91£ per cent). 

Number of directors: Three. 

A. P. C. directors: Lotus L. Langley, Jackson Club, Portland, Oreg. 
(August 8, 1919); L. L. Mulit, Northwestern National Bank, Port¬ 
land, Oreg. (August 8, 1919); Alfred P. Dobson, Yeon Building, 
Portland, Oreg. (Jan. 12, 1920). 

M. Wollstein Mercantile Co. 

(Liquor Dealing.) 

Address: 1414 Grand Avenue, Kansas City, Mo. 

Authorized capital: $15,000. 

Enemy interest: $5,400 (36 per cent). 

Number of directors: Five. 

A. P. C. directors: W. T. Kemper, Southwest National Bank, Kan¬ 
sas City, Mo. (March 12, 1919); W. F. Helm, William F. Helm 
Commission Co., Kansas City, Mo. (Mar. 12, 1919). 

The Chairman: We will be glad to hear Mr. Hanna now. 
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* fc &fssasvcr “ * 

e ” emies delivered to the 
stantially two classi, the more numeS^bX S?^" ed Sub j 

seamen of the German merchant machine, approximately 2 500 and 
of those approximately 1,950 have returned to Gerrn^v ’ Of 

StoTh?War n D er “Z P resldentlal warrant and £ 
approximatelv 2 300 VT™' f ° r mternment - ‘here were in all 
Germmv Of th. °• j 0Se a PP rox imately 850 have returned to 
incude d y in ?h ‘, b f ~ n de r ,approxirnately 1,450, about 80 are 

erty «. Uke. by ,h, Alien ^'cSS,' SXZ 

66 ' r£. 

raany. bo that the legislation only affects about 80 internes 
The department is gratified to know, too, that substantiallv aU ?f 
lC° r A, t «° Ub ^lesomne 1 :nternes have returned to Germany. 

zens? Ch ' an ' These 80 are ex P ected to become American citi- 

»Ku r ' H< ! nna: . J, can not answer that question. I know a consider- 
zeM "Ttake h Z yo, i“f r ® en do ex Pect to become American citi- 

manv of ht hT °. the ° lde / men d ° not - but of those older men 
any of them had a long residence in the United States and were 

fVrm' en p ndlreft y connected with the criminal activities of the 
German Government agents before we were in the war although 

ome c^^tT"^ T ne ? ted with German business interests !n 
some cases. The department, as a matter of protecting the United 

States from a potential danger, felt justified in puZig them in in 
f ™” nt f . am P s at the commencement of hostilities. Many of them 
The < r*h b ^ en IC e *J'' e, ,/ roni the internment camps for long periods 

Statement of Mr. Jesse S. Raphael, New York, N. Y. 

Maass fifi Pine C ' bair “ an > I represent the firm of Feiner <6 
IT Rni,T Street, New York, who are attorneys for Mrs Lvdia 
H. Burjptaller, an American-born woman who married a German 
citizen shortly after the first declaration of war in August 1914 Zd 
she would, under the provision as it now stands be deterred Cm 
getting her property now in the hands of the Alien Property Cus 
todian amounting to $120,000. So I strongly urge upon the con 

Q 2 i page 1 subdivision 8 fif 11 z *S . . or not the date 

P ge 4 subdivision 3, of the bill, namely, August 4 1014 rmn-Kt 

not to be advanced to April 6 , 1917,’as was rnggS by Mr oZan 
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i J* sea ™ s to me tha J where a woman married a citizen of Germany 

T Dtry ^ ecla ^ ed war u P° n Germany her rights are just 
as much to be considered as those of one who married a German 

1 qi? 11 ! qM 016 , an y declaratlon of war had been made, because in 
iyi4, 1915 and 1916 we were as much at peace with Germany as we 
were with the other nations. y 

Then, again, on page o of the said subdivision it provides that the 
act ,°P^ ates provided both of the contracting parties were living 
in the United States at the time of their marriage”; and I wish again 
to urge upon the committee the consideration "of the situation as it 
exists in this particular case of the lady we represent here, who was 
married in Germany. She was traveling in Germany at the time 
and \\as married there. So I see no reason why the place of marriage 
would have any effect either on the loyalty of the woman or on her 
property rights^ I know, for instance, that members of my regiment 
married French girls in France, and I understand that numbers of 
American soldiers married German women in the occupied portions 
of Germany, but yet no one would doubt their loyalty on that ac- 
count. So here I do not think the question of the place of 
marriage would materially affect the question as to whether 

or not the United States should continue to hold the property 
of this woman. F F J 

particu ’ ar , Iad y "’ e represent is in such dire straits that she' 
asked us recently for food She is unable to obtain any food, and we 
ad to send her food and also send her a small amount of money. 
We sent her $500 a month ago. She is absolutely destitute. Her 

nnahTt “ u he han f d ? ° f the Alien Property Custodian and she is 
unable to reach any of it. 

Chair , man: ^’ r - Bo fg s > what are your views with reference to 
the suggested amendment? 

Additional Statement of Mr. Lucien H. Boggs. 

Mr. Boggs: l am sorry, Mr. Chairman, but I was out of the room 
for a moment. 

. Ti. e 1 C k alrmanM r- Rappel wishes to bring the date from Aueust 

J 1914 ’ < , own . to A P rd 6 > 1917 » which was the date of the declaration 
of war he also wishes to eliminate the provision that they must 
be at fhe time of their marriage living in the United States ' 

Mr. Boggs: From an administrative standpoint I do not think it 
would make any difference to either the Alien Property Custodian or 
the Department of Justice as to which of those dates is selected The 
proof m one case would be as easy to make as the proof in the other ' 

k S f iw a *V’ le ment , side of the matter is concerned, as indicated to vou 
by Mr. Garvan, the department is neither the proponent nor tiie 
P PP , c !. nent P f the legislation, and it is simply a question that addresses 
itself to the judgment of the committee as to which would be the 
bed ® r W f ron > the standpoint of justice and equity 

beti^nX^Uni^SteCf P ° in ‘ “ re9uire “ ent ‘ ha ‘ ‘hey. 
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Mr Boggs: I really do not know about that, because I did not have 
any share in the drafting of those clauses at all, and I really do not 
know what the theory of the draftsman was on that particular point. 
:'! r - Winslow: It would make it broader rather than narrower 

Th ® requirement that the parties should live in the 
United States at the time of their marriage, I assume, was merely a 
safeguard to insure the fact that it was really an essentially American 
proposition all the way through. Some of these gentlemen who are 
primarily interested in that are here, and I think it would be entirely 
appropriate for them, to give you their views. I am not trying to 
avoid answering any questions, but I am really in ignorance of the 
basis of the draft of these clauses, except that from an administrative 

claims 01R ’ 6lther ° ne of t lem woul(1 fit in with the plan of handling 

Statement of Mr S. M. Stellwagen, Federal Reserve Board Until 
Recently Attorney, Alien Property Custodian. 

M he £ h ?. irman: Do you know anything about it, Mr. Stellwagen? 
Mr. Stellwagen: Mr. Chairman, as Mr. Boggs has just stated, the 
Alien Property Custodian is neither the proponent nor the opponent 
of this measure. As I understand the drafting of this pro- 
68 vision, the words “that both the contracting parties were living 
in the United States at the time of their marriage” were put 
in by way of limitation. Probably it was thought that Congress 
might not wish to return a large amount of property to the wives of 
German and Austro-Hungarian subjects generally, merely because 
these women at one time had been citizens of the United States 
whereas there might be certain meritorious classes of cases where 
Congress, in its own judgment, would return property belonging to 
such classes of individuals. This clause, of course, would hmX 

™,°u a t ° f ?, r T rt -Y t0 returned, because the contracting parties 
would have had to have lived in the United States to become eligible 
under this provision. If they were living here it might be taken as 
fairly good evidence that, as Mr. Boggs has said, it would be an 
American proposition throughout. 

(Thereupon the committee adjourned.) 

Statement Submitted by Hon. J. W. Harreld, a Representative in 

Congress from the State of Oklahoma. 

Hon. John J. Esch, May 29 ’ 1920 ' 

Chairman Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. ’ 

Dear Sir: 

i 4 ons? rml j lg .u Ur conversa tion on the subject of your bill (H R 
^ 208) other measures pending before the Committee on Inter¬ 
state and Foreign Commerce, I desire to urge that provision be made 
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for relief in a class of cases typified by the following information 
which has been brought to my attention. 

This is the case of a woman, born in 1843, in the United States, 
descended from colonial stock and from men who served this country 
in the Revolution and subsequent wars, and a daughter of J. Pinck¬ 
ney Henderson, first governor of Texas, major general in United 
States Army during the War with Mexico, and later United States 
Senator. 

In 1864 she married a Baron Preuschen and in consequence be¬ 
came an Austrian subject. Her husband died in 1903. Her mother, 
who died in the United States in 1897, bequeathed her an interest 
in a trust estate invested in this country. This was seized by the 
alien property custodian. 

While the income from this fund is not large, Mrs. Fanny 
Preuschen Henderson, as she now calls herself, is, I understand, 
dependent on it for a living and without it is subject to actual want 
and privation. 

If she were to return* to the United States to live, she would under 
the act of 1907 recover American citizenship, as the martial rela¬ 
tionship has ceased to exist, and she could then as a citizen ask for 
the return of her property. 

But I understand that she is an invalid and for many years has 
been Advised against risking the voyage and that it might mean 
her death. I have no doubt that ultimately her property will be 
restored. But her need of relief is immediate. 

69 It does seem that this Government should not permit a 
deserving American-born woman like this to suffer for the 
necessities of life and, perchance, to die in consequence. 

I urge most earnestly that your bill be amended so as to cover cases 
like this. That would be accomplished by adopting either of the fol¬ 
lowing amendments: 

One page 5, in subdivision (3), strike out the words “and that 
both of said contracting parties were living in the United States at 
the time of their marriage.” 

Or else, amend H. R. 14208 by adding, on page 5, a subdivision be¬ 
tween (3) and (4) reading as follows: 

A woman who at the time of her marriage was a citizen of the 
United States, and who prior to August 4, 1914, intermarried with 
a subject or citizen of Germany or Austria-Hungary, and whose mari¬ 
tal relationship has ceased to exist but who because of physical in¬ 
firmity is unable to return to the United States, and that the money 
or other property concerned was not acquired by such woman either 
directly or indirectly from any subject or citizen of Germany or 
Austria-Hungary. 


Very truly, yours, 


J. W. HARRELD. 


10—3838a 
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Affidavit Submitted by Mr. Frank W. Arnold—Matter of Grace H 

rj XT von Oertzen. 

state of New York, 

County of New York, ss: 

residel h at 1 126 C F^ l f T eU ’ !* ei ? g d ? ly sworn > Eposes and says that she 
C ! v Ea tt Twenty-fourth Street in the Borough of Manhat 
tan, city of New York, and is a sister of the above-named Grace TT 

daughter of hS 1?“ n‘ d Said Grace H - von Oertzen are 

£e ™KrkJrsL ter rri 

» the .it, of No, York, hi, ll„ 7 E« Kr h |(«". S 

v" 0 t s » f 0hl ° 35 * 

war, that at the end of the Civil War he was a hrio-nrOoT* n i 
attached to the One hundred and second Ohio Regiment - thaf depo’ 
nents father was married in Ohio to Katharine Cleveland Hoffman 
that under the administration of President McKinley he was an- 
pointed district attorney for the southern'district of New York and 

rV h f, 'i'TII® 1 "* 10 " M r -. Ro osevelt was continued in said office- 
hat he held the office of district attorney down to a few years before 

j" de , at p> the ^* h da y of January, 1916. That his daughter above 
firJf h’-u i 6 ', on Oertzen, was born June 21, 1860 and was his 
first child; she lived with her father in Ohio and in New York during 

t he ® ar y part o f h f, r life; that she was educated in this city Paris 8 
vnn n ’I 8 '*' Ryiddberg Germany, and while at school met’Victor 
von Oertzen, whom she later married in 1878 at Paris France and 

STCSft generaHrTthe 

wUhTer”hVsband e i!i t0 Germa l n n y ted StateS ’ bU ‘ haS Hved con,i “ly 

. Oepnent further says that her father, said Henry L. Burnett d,VH 
m this city on the 4th day of January 1916 leaving « lo«f will a 
testament, which was duly probated 

County and in said will he made said Grace H. von Oertzen onp of 
his legatees; that in due time her legacv of about $50 000 in u 

h*]A k t vv -Arnold, of 31 Nassau Street, New York Citv and 

day of FeWy Tgi^unon”^ 1 war j**?" j= that on the’lSth 
Pncfnriio^ iy18, p n the dej nand of the Alien Proner 

eg ^ was P aid b y said Frank W Arnold to P 4 
Mitchell Palmer Alien Property Custodian at that time 

Deponent further says that her father gave said Grace H von 

70 payments 4 to“of1? Oo6° 00 a ^ md COnt ‘ nued to make 
L J th ” er of * T ’f )00 a year down to the date of his 

different tit»„; K “ 

from well md the pr«»t c.nditi.n.( LT*£ g ^gS.? 
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Deponent knows her financial condition and knows that she has no 
income of her own and knows that she has only what she will receive 
from her father s estate, now in the hands of the Alien Property 
Custodian Deponent further says that the said Grace H. von 
Uertzen s husband at the present time is 68 years of age, is in humble 
circumstances, and in feeble health. That he has no property, except 
a little home; that he and his wife, said Grace H. von Oertzen, live 
on the husband s half pay as a retired German officer, and the board 
paid to them by one boarder. 

KATHARINE C. BURNETT. 


Sworn to before me this 12th day of May, 1920. 

MARY G. POTTER, 
Notary Public, New York County, No. 136. 

Commission expires March 30, 1922. 


Filed May 25, 1922. 

Wm. Tyler Page, 

Clerk. 

House of Representatives, 

Clerk’s Office, 

Washington, D. C. 

th a* ! yle . r Pa , ge ’ Cle .^ k of the House of Representatives of 

the United States, hereby certify that the attached printed document 

nnrt °Nn d 1 nso^ 6 of , Represeiitatives, 66th Congress, 2d Session, Re- 
port No. 1089, and entitled To amend trading with the enemy 
act which was referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be 

said ^report" 6 18 8 true anc * correct copy of the original of 

In witness whereof I hereunto affix my name and the Seal of the 
House of Representatives of the United States this Twenty-third day 
of March, Anno Domini nineteen hundred and twenty-two. 


[l. s.] 


WM. TYLER PAGE, 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 


The Clerk will file as part of record in Eq. 39726 
A. A. HOEHLING, 

Justice. 
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'2 House of Representatives. 

66th Congress, 2d Session. 

Report No. 1089. 

To Amend Trading with the Enemy Act. 

June 2, 1920.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. Esch, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com¬ 
merce, submitted the following 

Report. 

[To Accompany H. R. 14208.] 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 14208) to amend section 9 of an act entitled 
‘ An act to define, regulate, and punish trading with the enemy, and 
for other purposes, 1 ” approved October 6, 1917, as amended, having 
considered the same, report thereon with amendment and as so 
amended recommend that it pass. 

The bill has the approval of the Departments of Justice and State, 
as will appear by the letters attached and which are made a part of 
this report. 

Amend the bill as follows: 

Strike out the word “the” in line 11, page 3, and insert the word 
such in lieu thereof. 

In line 12, page 3, strike out the word “other.” 

Strike out all of line 12, page 3, after the word “property”; all of 
line 13 and all of line 14 up to the word “shall.” 

In line 1, page 4, substitute a comma for the semicolon after the 
word “States.” 

Strike out the words included in the brackets in lines 9 and 10 
page 4. 

Substitute the word “such” for “his” in line 11, page 4. 

In line 17, page 4, strike out the date “August 4, 1914,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the date “April 6, 1917.” 

In line 25, page 4, strike out the date “August 4, 1914,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the date “April 6, 1917.” 

In line 1, page 5, strike out the comma after the word “Austria- 
Hungary” and the remainder of line 1, all of line 2, and all of line 3 
up to the word “and.” 

Strike out the words included in tho brackets in lines 4 and 5 
page 6. 

73 Strike out the words included in the brackets in lines 4 and 
5, page 7. 

After the word “part” in line 19, page 7, insert the following: 
For the purposes of this section any citizen or subject of a State or 
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free city which at the time of the proposed return of money or other 
property of such citizen or subject hereunder forms a part of the 
territory of any one of the following nations: Germany, Austria, or 
Hungary, shall be deemed to be a citizen or subject of such nation.” 

The purpose of the above bill is to amend section 9 of the trading- 
with-the-enemy act so as to facilitate the return on the part of the 
Alien Property Custodian of money or other property conveyed, 
transferred, assigned, delivered, or paid to him or seized by him 
under the provisions of the above act. 

The following daily statement as of May 21, 1920, was presented 
to the committee by Mr. Lucien H. Boggs, special assistant to the 
Attorney General, and incorporated in the hearings. This statement 
shows the amount of property still held by the custodian and also the 
amount of cash deposited with the Secretary of the Treasury: 


Daily Statement, Alien Property Custodian, May 21, 1920. 


Total to date.. $426,781,707.18 

Claims paid and deducted per statement. 88,471,284.88 

Surrendered under voting trust. 6,492,581.73 

Enemy vessels seized by Government prior to trad¬ 
ing with the enemy act. 34,193,690.06 


Total property seized. 555,939,263.85 


Summary. 

Cash deposited with the Secretary of the Treasury: 

Invested .. 150,216,866.10 

Uninvested . 11,212,267.57 


161,429,133.67 

Cash with depositaries. 592,545.96 

Stocks ../ 104,478,202.13 

Bonds, other than investments made by the Secre¬ 
tary of the Treasury. 58,557,941.46 

Mortgages ... 10,034,295.48 

Notes receivable. 2,155,881.56 

Accounts receivable. 20,836,607.07 

Real estate. 9,436,338.39 

Miscellaneous general business, etc. 59,260,761.46 


426,781,707.18 


Accounts opened to-day. 0 

Accounts previously opened. 35,622 


Accounts opened to date. 35,622 
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Last report number opened on report register: 


Yesterday 
To-day .. 


47.329 

47.330 


Increase 


Number of trusts open on report register 

Yesterday . 

To-day . 


36,033 

36,033 


Increase 


74 In view of the fact that 19 months have elapsed since the 
signing of the armistice and during this period an actual 
state of peace has existed, there have been increasing demands for 
legislation asking for a return of property now being held by the 
Alien Property Custodian. This is true as to many women who 
were American ciizens and who had married enemv aliens prior to 
our declaration of war April 6, 1917, and who were possessed of 
property not acquired directly or indirectly from any subject or 
citizen of Germany or Austria-Hungary. 

Another class of claimants are interns who were taken from Ger¬ 
man merchant vessels and detained in internment camps in the 
United States. While most of these interns have returned to Ger¬ 
many about 100 of them have remained and will doubtless become 
citizens. The property thus taken over by the Alien Property 
Custodian belonging to them at the time of their internment 
amounted to approximately $2,000,000. 

Another class consists of diplomatic or consular officers who were 
citizens or subjects of Germany or Austria or Hungary or Austria- 
Hungary at the time of the severance of diplomatic relations between 
the United States and such nations. In some instances their prop¬ 
erty was taken and is still being held by the Alien Property Cus¬ 
todian, notwithstanding that claims therefor have been made 
through diplomatic channels. The United States, while holding 
approximately $556,000,000 worth of private property which it 
found in this country belonging to individual citizens of enemy 
countnes residing in their country at the outbreak of the war and 
still residing there, does not intend to confiscate this property. It 
was the intention of Congress when the property was taken that it 
should merely be held in custody during the war and that after the 
war the property or its proceeds should be returned to the owners 
it has never been the purpose or the practice of the United States 
to seize the private property of a belligerent to pay our Government’s 
claims against such belligerent. Such practice is contrary to the 
spirit of international law throughout the world. The reasons for 
the enactment of the pending measure are clearly set forth in the 
accompanying communications received from the Attorney General 

f° Qw ate ' For the / easons set forth h/the letter 
o the Secretary of State prompt and favorable action is urged in 
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order that the State Department may be relieved of some embarrass¬ 
ment in its dealings with some countries of Europe. For these 
reasons the committee favorably reports the bill as above amended. 


Office of the Attorney General. 

„ T , _ „ , Washington, D. C., March 31, 1920. 

Hon. John J. Esch, 

Chairman of the House Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Washington, D. C. 

Sir: 

The Secretary of State has written to me that this Government has 
recognized that the Provinces of Alsace and Lorraine have now be¬ 
come a part of France and that, in his opinion, the continued 
retention by the Alien Property Custodian of property of residents 
ot these 1 rovinces who have acquired French nationality under the 
Versailles treaty of peace can not fail to have an unfavorable effect 
upon the relations of the United States and France. The Secretary 
ot State expressed the view that the trading with the enemv act 
should be so amended as to allow the return of this property ‘ He 
suggested that I recommend to Congress an amendment to this effect. 

lhe Secretary of State also points out that this Government has 
i-p. recognized the Republics of Poland and Czechoslovakia and 
75 the Kingdom of the Serbs, Croats, and Slovenes, and that for 
this Government to retain the property of persons who are 
citizens of those countries and resident within their borders would 
have a prejudicial effect upon the relations between the countries in 
question and the United States. The Secretary of State’s recom¬ 
mendation was that any amendment to the trading with the enemv 
act should be broad enough to authorize the return of property be¬ 
longing to citizens of these countries. He also felt that the amend- 
ment should cover the cases of residents of territory which may be 
allotted, under treaties yet to become effective, to an allied or as¬ 
sociated power (as, for example, Trieste), as well as territory which 
under plebiscites to be held in accordance with treaty provisions* 
may be allotted to a neutral country (as, for example, that portion 
of Schleswig which may be allotted to Denmark) 

l am herewith forwarding to you a draft of a bill to amend section 
9 of the trading with the enemy act, which I believe will provide the 
rehef requested by the Secretary of State. For your convenience, I 
shall briefly analyze its provisions and indicate the change which it 
would make m existing law. ' 

Section 9 has been divided into subsections. Subsection (a) is 
identical with the present provisions of section 9 of the trading with 
the enemy act It contains the same provisions for relief of anv 

person not an ‘ enemy of ally of enemy* 5 as those terms are used in 
tnat act. 
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of 5KS t S ^T tl0n (i) P rovides for ‘he relief of citizens 
the w^ hv ttl ,, tff ent ln territory which was occupied during 

his clZsof rersZfn **“ ^ enemy ' ReIief was extended to 

fi P n th e amendment to section 9 contained in the 

nhro deficiency appropriation act approved July 11 1919 The 

phraseology has been changed slightly to provide relief in » JLn 

ssfs °/„n. w S h,ve b " n Lii “ " 

™ ssse a* ar: 

P.’P the t me their property was taken over bv the Alien 
Property Custodian were resident in territory belonging to German? 
Austna-Hungary, Bulgaria, or Turkey, which, by g reason of Ueatv 
provisions, has since been incorporated within th/torritorv of otlieV 
States and nations or has been placed under the direction of the 
League of Nations. The amendment is so framed that it will annlv 
to territorial changes which will result from peace treaties w?J 
Austria-Hungary, Bulgaria, and Turkey which have not yet become 
effective in Europe as well as territorial changes growL? out of 

? f 1 'i b,SCI 1 te3 ' Tbe territorial changes, however, must have been 
ompleted and must be in effect before they are made the basis for 
returning property under the proposed amendment ° 

Subsections (< i ) and ( e ) contain the same general provision* 

enacted ^ ° f SeCti ° n 9 Which Were in section 9 as originally 

I am not in favor of piecemeal legislation dealing with enemv 
p operty, but I feel that the situation presented to me bv the 
Secretary of State may call for special treatment in view of the*effect 
of the present situation upon our foreign relations. The amend¬ 
ment to section 9 contained in the act of July 11, 1919 provided 
special relief for certain citizens of foreign countries. The last- 
mentioned amendment may be considered a precedent for giving 

P T h f °r Ur foi ; eign relations would seem to require if 

I shall be glad to furnish you, on request, any further informa¬ 
tion at my command in connection with the inclosed bill. 


Respectfully, 


A. MITCHELL PALMER, 

Attorney General. 
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Office of the Attorney General. 

Washington, D. C., April 22, 1920. 

Hon. John J. Esch, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Mr. Esch: 

I am in receipt of your letter of April 19 and regret to learn that 
through inadvertence, the copy of the legislation suggested to meet 
the views of the Department of State, was not inclosed in my letter 
of March 31. In the meantime, I have been informally advised 
by representatives of the State Department that it was expected that 
within the next few days the Secretary of State would submit some 
further suggestions which would alter to some extent the phraseology 
of the proposed legislation. 

(6 For this reason I shall defer for a few days the transmission 
of the proposed draft to you. 

With kindest personal regards, I remain, 

Sincerely, 

A. MITCHELL PALMER. 
Department of State, 


The Attorney General. 
Sir: 


Washington, May 5, 1920. 


I have the honor to refer to my letter of March 23, 1920, concern¬ 
ing an amendment to section 9 of the trading with the enemy act, 
authorizing the release of property taken over by the Alien Property 
Custodian belonging to enemy persons who, by virtue of the peace 
treaties, become citizens, subjects, or nationals of countries other than 
Germany, Austria, or Hungary. In addition to the classes of prop¬ 
erty referred to therein, I believe that any amendment to section 9 
should also contain provisions permitting the return of all property 
which, at the time it was taken over by the Alien Property Custodian, 
belonged to nationals, citizens, or subjects of the United States, as 
well as those of neutral or friendly States and of Turkey and Bul¬ 
garia. 

The various neutral and allied States whose nationals’ property has 
been taken over by the Alien Property Custodian by reason of their 
residence in enemy or ally of enemy territory, or otherwise, for some 
time have been pressing for the release of such property. It appears 
that the Department of Justice has ruled that, under the trading with 
the enemy act in its present form, it is not in a position to release this 
property. During the actual conduct of hostilities it may have been 
advisable to retain such property. In view, however, of the cessation 
of hostilities, this department feels that the Government should no 
longer retain this property, even though a technical state of war 

11—3838a 
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impression in th J an unfavora ble 

«SSXSisr <£ 

This request was based partly on the eround S “° h P ro P ert y- 

in Turkey and Bulgarin n nrti«,ii 1 8 r °u n d that American interests 

of a much greater value than the?* f m ,^ e /2 1 rmer > were > it appears, 
nationals m ^ and B 4arian 

American property it seems Lfjt °f h , er masons of policy, 
those countries In view oHiris and 2f °?» in eitber of 

been at war with Turkey and has n ?° e 16 ^ nited States has not 
Bulgaria, the departmenTfeels tha Wlth 

the release of any Turkish wrIw 4 ty should be obt ained for 
advertence or otherwi* l v baefc t P l° Perty wbich ’ throu 8 h in- 

notwithstanding the assurances nf ° Ver , by tbe cust odian, 

not be seized. g asSurances of hls office that such property would 

inte^naf:^ accord with 

sular property in enemy c™,ntl A mencan djplomatic and con- 

^hkSi 

Stood to be the positionoftheDenartment of Tnsiice ’ 88 “ 18 f der - 
t0 IZ 6 aCt Is nepess ary before thi s P can be done I trust^hat ^he" 1611 * 

properly and effarls in this «nnl“ F.y E"™* 

"* “>• SWe •» *Weh he was a repSiX, nl*Son, 

I have the honor to be, sir, 


Your obedient servant, 


BAINBRIDGE COLBY. 
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Office of the Attorney General. 


Hon. J. J. Esch, 


Washington, D. C., May 11, 1920. 


Chairman Committee on Interstate and 

Foreign Commerce, House of Representatives. 

Sir : 


Referring to my letter of March 31, concerning certain legislation 
amendatory to section 9 of the trading with the enemy act to be sub¬ 
mitted to your committee at the suggestion of the Secretary of State, 
as stated to you in my letter of April 22, through inadvertence the 
draft of the proposed legislation was not inclosed in the letter of 
March 31, and thereafter the Secretary of State requested that the 
matter be held up so that certain additional relief, which he consid¬ 
ered necessary to give, might be incorporated in the proposed amend¬ 
ment. These suggestons he has since furnished to me, and the in¬ 
closed draft of a bill, amending section 9, has been dLrawn with a 
view to meeting these suggestions. I am also inclosing a copy of his 
letter to me, dated May 5, 1920, in order that your committee may 
have the benefit of the information which it contains. 

The relief called for by this letter required extensive changes in 
the text of the bill which w r as designed to accompany my letter of . 
March 31, and accordingly I will reanalyze its provisions, and indi¬ 
cate the change which it would make in existing law. 

Section 9 has been divided into subsections. 

Subsection (a) is identical with the present provisions of section 9 
of the trading with the enemy act, as amended July 11, 1919, except 
as follows: 

(1) The portion of said section now in force dealing with the re¬ 
turn by the President of property belonging to a person who was 
found to be an enemy solely by reason of residence in territory occu¬ 
pied by the enemy has been stricken, the relief covered thereby being 
afforded by subsection ( b ) of the proposed bill. 

(2) The second paragraph of section 9 as now in force is re¬ 
enacted as subsection (e) of the proposed bill. 

(3) The third paragraph of said section as now in force is re¬ 
enacted as subsection (/) of the proposed bill. 

(4) In each instance where reference is made to property conveyed, 
transferred, assigned, delivered, or paid to the Alien Property Custo¬ 
dian, in section (a) of this proposed draft, the phrase is added: “or 
seized by him.” This is to cover the fact that under the amendment 
to the trading with the enemy act incorporated in the deficiency ap¬ 
propriation act approved November 4, 1918, the power to seize prop¬ 
erty was specifically conferred upon the Alien Property Custodian. 
This department in passing upon claims has held that the language 
of the present act was sufficiently broad to authorize the return of 
property seized by the custodian as well as that which had been con¬ 
veyed, or paid to him. In order to set at rest any possible doubts on 
this point, however, it was deemed advisable to cover the question 
specifically in the proposed amendment. 
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Respectfully, 


A. MITCHELL PALMER. 
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Department of State. 

Washington, May 21, 1920. 

Hon. John J. Esch, 

Chairman Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
House of Representatives. 

Sir: 


The Attorney General has informed me that on May 11, 1920, he 
submitted to you a draft of an amendment to section 9 of the trading 
with the enemy act, permitting the return of property taken over 
by the Alien Property Custodian belonging to citizens or subjects of 
neutral States, and States associated with this Government in the 
World War, as well as to persons who have or will, in pursuance of 
treaty provisions, become citizens or subjects of such States, for ex¬ 
ample Alsace-Lorraine, or citizens or subjects of new States which 
have been recognized by this Government, such as Poland and 
Czechoslovakia. 

The draft, it is understood, is largely based on representations 
from this department, made in view of the fact that the Attorney 
General holds that under the trading with the enemy act, in its 
present form, he is unable to release property to owners, who when 
it was taken over were included, for any reason, in the terms “enemy” 
or “ally of eneim r ,” as used in the act and consequently, in spite of 
strong representations by various neutral and associated Govern¬ 
ments, it has been impossible to return the property of their nationals, 
which it would appear this Government should no longer retain. 
To longer retain property of this character can hardly fail to un¬ 
favorably affect the relations of this Government with the Govern¬ 
ments concerned, and I am strongly of the opinion that section 9 
of the act should be amended at an early date, so as to permit in 
proper cases the return of such property. I hope that it will be 
possible to give favorable consideration to the matter, and that an 
amendment of the act can be passed before the recess of Congress. 

In this connection, it may be stated that the early return of their 
property to citizens of Poland, Czechoslovakia, and other countries 
devastated by the war, would, especially in view of the exceedingly 
favorable rate of exchange, be of material assistance toward the 
economic and financial rehabilitation of those countries. 

I have the honor to be, sir, 

Your obedient servant, 

BAINBRIDGE COLBY. 


79 Final Decree. 

Filed May 25, 1922. 

******* 

Upon consideration of the bill of complaint filed herein, together 
with the motion to dismiss the same filed by the defendants, and 
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^uments and briefs of counsel for all parties, and plain¬ 
tiffs having elected in open Court to stand upon their bill of com- 
P la J“t. is by the Court this 25th day of May 1922 

Adjudged, ordered and decreed that the bill of complaint be and 
«ie same hereby is dismissed with costs to be taxed against the plain- 

A. A. HOEHLING, 

Justice. 

n»f| r t ,m ( i! he / 0re 5 0i r ng . decr ? e P laintiffs in open court noted an ap¬ 
peal to the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia, and the 

caTd^it* of $°5M0° r C ° StS " fiX6d a ‘ $100 00 ° r " li6U thereof a 

A. A. HOEHLING, 

J ustice. 

Memorandum. 

May 26, 1922.—$50 deposited by plaintiff in lieu of appeal bond. 
80 Assignment of Errors. 

Filed May 31, 1922. 

******* 

herein, here ‘ n makes the followin g assignment of errors 

.. J , T , he court erred in holding in effect that it did not appear from 

fn! f « e?ed ‘I 1 ? b,) ‘ of complaint herein that the debt which 
the plaintiffs are seeking to recover arose with reference to moneys 

Trelsurw onhe y i I 1 , & ‘ he A * ie n Property Custodian or the 
°* i ^tate* under the provisions of and within 

the meaning and intent of "An Act to Define, Regulate and Punish 

K 1<D7” a* ’ 6 En rK and f °I ° ther Purpose^Approved Octo 
9 of^said Vet an „ Act of Con § ress to Amend Section 

the Enemv Act”" hereinafter referred to as the “Trading with 

the 2 b,T, h nf ( r rt r red ‘ n j 101 '-'’ 11 ? in effect that it must be shown in 
i° f complaint, and that it was not shown therein, that some 
specific legal relation existed between the debt which the plaintiff 
is seeking to recover and the money held by the Alien Property 
Custodian, either/or ( 1 , that the proceeds of the transaction rZ 
.mg. n ‘ the debt sought to be collected, should be specifically 

or ( 2 ) ’that WereVb" 6 M° r propert y heId the Custodian,” 
or iile dire tlv d ih XISt S ° me execut °ry contract of purchase 

mediately 1 the mone y or property, so that it could im- 
e d iatel> be seized under some process like a writ of replevin, or ( 3 ) 

81 Irfy ih T sh ° U d ^ ? specific lien upon the money or prop- 
e ty such as a vendor s lien, a lien created bv pledge or mort 

lien. gage ’ " he her Spmfic or e< l uitable > or some kind 0 g f statuto^ 
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3. The court erred in holding in effect that the right of the Banco 
Mexicano, under the law of the State of New York and upon the 
facts alleged in the bill of complaint, to bring a suit and obtain a 
judgment m said state against the Deutsche Bank, was not a 
remedy which gave such security for said debt, that within the 
meaning of the Trading with the Enemy* Act, the debt arose with 
reference to the moneys or other property held by the custodian. 

4. The court erred in that it held in effect that the plaintiffs 
herein have not set forth facts sufficient to entitle them to equitable 

amended dei 9 ° f ^ Trading with the Enemy Act, as 

a' court erre d in dismissing the complaint herein, 
plaint herein 111 ^ ^ entering j ud g ment dismissing the com- 

CADWALADER, WICKERSHAM & 
TAFT, 

BUTLER & KRATZ, 

Attorneys for Appellants. 

Designation of Record. 

Filed May 31, 1922. 


folb^ng 6rk WiU Ple8Se prepare transcri Pt of record to consist of the 

1. Bill of Complaint. 

2. Motion to Dismiss. 

82 3. Answer of Deutsche Bank. 

t - ft(! ., 4 ' Printed document captioned, “House of Representa- 

“To ’Amin^ C T g ^ S ’ 2n ll S ? 3S1 ° n ’ Re P° rt No - 1089.” and entitled 
To Amend Trying with the Enemy Act,” which was referred to 

the house calendar; and ordered to be printed June 2, 1920 to- 
gether with Certificate of the Clerk of the House of Representative 
attached thereto, dated March 23, 1922. V S 

5. Printed document captioned “Trading with the Enemy Act” 
being the hearing before the Committee on Interstate and foreign 
Commerce of the House of Representatives, 66th Congrss 2nd 
sion on the bill H. R. 14208 and dated May 25,1920 toother with 
certificate attached thereto of the Clerk of the House at le^£ 

6. Memorandum opinion of Court. 

7. Final Decree. 

8. Memorandum of Appeal Bond or deposit 

9. Assignment of Errors. 

10. Designation of Record. 

CA taft LADER ’ ™hsham a 

BUTLER A KRATZ, 

Attomeys for Appellant». 
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Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 


United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

, ^ Morgan H. Beach, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District 

Krb h - reb:l ; T tlfy the fore S oin g pages numbered from 1 to 
82, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record 

according to directions of counsel herein filed, copy of which is 
made part of this transcript, in cause No. 39726 in Equity, wherein 
e Banco Mexicano de Commercio e Industria et al. are Plaintiffs 
and Deutsche Bank a corporation, et al. are Defendants, i the same 
remains upon the files and of record in said Court. 

whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and affix 
£ Shla^of fuS’m? 6 ° f Washin 8 ton > in ^ District, 

[Seal Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.] 


L. M. G./E. W. 


MORGAN H. BEACH, 

Clerk. 


on cover : District of Columbia Supreme Court. No 

3 n 8 ' . The 5“°° Mexlcano de Commercio e Industria et al an- 
pellants, vs. Deutsche Bank, etc., et al. Court of Appeals, District 
of Columbia. Filed Jun- 21, 1922. Henry W. Hodges, clerk 
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THE BANCO MEXICANO de COMMERCIO Ed, 
DUSTRIA, and ELIAS S. A. de LIMA, FRANCISCO 
de P. CARDONA, and EDWIN J. PARKINSON, as 
Liquidators of said Banco Mexicano de Commercio e 
Industria, 

Appellants y 


DEUTSCHE BANK, a corporation, THOMAS W. 
MILLER, Alien Property Custodian, and FRANK 
WHITE, Treasurer of the United States, 
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The District of Columbia. 
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Henry W. Taft, 
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REPLY BRIEF FOR APPELLANTS. 

Leave of Court to file a reply brief having been ob¬ 
tained on November 16, 1922, we beg to submit the fol¬ 
lowing observations concerning certain points made in the 
Appellees’ brief. 

1. It is not necessary for xippellmts to show that 
the property seized by the Alien Property Custodian was 
held in trust. 

A substantial portion (pp. 21-28) of the Appellees’ 
brief is devoted to an elaborate demonstration of the 



obvious, but wholly irrelevant, point that the deposit of 
the money loaned by the Appellants to the Deutsche 
Bank with the Guaranty Trust Company of New York 
did not make the Trust Company a trustee of the fund. 
The Appellants do not now, and did not in the Court 
below, contend for such a proposition. To inject the sub¬ 
ject into the argument imports only confusion as to the 
real points at issue. If the suit had been instituted 
under Section 9, sub-section (a), of the Trading with the 
Enemy Act, the proposition discussed in the Appellees’ 
brief might be germane. But it has been demonstrated 
m our main brief filed herein (pp. 10 et seq.) that under 
sub-section (e) proof of a specific legal relationship be¬ 
tween the debt and the money or property seized is not 
required. 

It does not advance the argument, therefore, for the 
Appellees to dwell upon the Appellants’ failure to estab¬ 
lish a trust or other specific legal relationship. 

2. The distinction between snb-section (a) and sub¬ 
section (e) of Section 9 has been ignored in the Appel¬ 
lees’ brief. 

A portion of Appellees’ brief (pp. 11-15, 20) dealing 
with the Appellants’ argument as to the distinction be¬ 
tween sub-section (a) and sub-section (e) indicates a 
failure to apprehend the Appellants’ position. We do not 
contend, indeed we deny, that sub-section (e) requires 
the debt of a non-citizen to have legally attached to the 
seized property prior to seizure. That is the very point 
of distinction between the two sub-sections. To narrow 
the words “in reference to” contained in sub-section (e) 
so as to give them the meaning suggested by the Appel¬ 
lees, would make sub-section (e) identical in effect with 
sub-section (a), and would constitute a violation of the 
rule (which the Appellees themselves invoke at p. 28 
of their brief) that all of the provisions of a statute must 
be given effect. We have pointed out in our main brief 


(pp. 12-13) the distinction, and the necessity for the dis¬ 
tinction, between sub-section (a) and sub-section (e). 

3. The Nortz Case. 

The fact that the plaintiff in Nortz v. Miller (printed 
as Exhibit B annexed to the Appellees’ brief) was not 
an alien enemy under the statutory definition, as pointed 
out by the attorneys for the Appellees, does not make 
the opinion of Judge Knox therein an authority adverse 
to our contentions in the case at bar. The point estab¬ 
lished in that case was that Nortz was not one of the 
class of persons authorized by sub-section (e) to seek 
payment of a debt out of seized property. Judge Knox’s 
decision is negative. Who might recover under that sub¬ 
section was not decided, it being sufficient for the pur¬ 
poses of that case for the Court to say that: 

“So far a citizen of Germany resident in the 
United States has not been accorded that right.” 
(Opinion, p. 39 of appendix to Appellees’ brief.) 

Judge Knox did not include in his opinion a full out¬ 
line of the complaint. He merely said (ibid.): 

“So far as appears from the complaint herein, 
the claim of the plaintiff grows out of some con¬ 
tractual relationship which existed between him 
and Seeliger, and without any reference to the 
money which represents the proceeds of the sale 
of Seeliger’s seat upon the New York Coffee Ex¬ 
change.” 

That certainly does not amount to a holding that no con¬ 
tractual relationship would justify a claim under Section 
9, sub-section (e). All the case holds as regards the 
words “in reference to” is that the claimant had failed to 
insert in his complaint sufficient allegations to link to¬ 
gether the contract and the seized property. It is sub¬ 
mitted that in the case at bar the necessary nexus is 
shown in paragraphs 7 and 8 of the complaint (Rec. p. 4). 
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4. The House Documents. 

Tbe , U ” lte ^ States At torney strengthens our conten¬ 
tion that the Committee reports were properly received 
by the Court below and should be considered by this 

nrinf H by f n Clta ‘T 0f the case of Ko ° ler v - Miller, 
printed m ful! as Exhibit C, at page 41 of the Appellees’ 

bnet. In this case the Court said (p. 44) : 

“ T Jj e Provisions of the amendment were ex- 
p amed to the Committee on Interstate and For¬ 
eign Commerce of the House of Representatives by 
a special assistant to the Attorney General.” 

1 ?’ ^erefore, respectfully submitted that the de- 

•!! dlS ? 1SSmg the bl11 of complaint should be reversed 
with costs. 


Dated, November 24, 1922. 

Cadwalader, Wickersham & Taft, 
Butler & Kratz, 

Attorneys for Appellants. 


Henry W. Taft, 

of Counsel. 
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